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issues.

AGENDA

CALL TO ORDER - 10:30 A.M.

FLAG SALUTE

MOMENT OF SILENCE HONORING PEACE OFFICERS KILLED IN THE LINE OF DUTY

Since the last Commission meeting, the following officers have lost their lives while
serving the public:

o Officer James D. Schultz, CHP - Winterhaven
o Detective Charles D. Swanson, Eureka Police Department
o Officer Mario Navidad, Los Angeles Police Department
o Deputy James Lehmann, Jr., Riverside County Sheriffs Department
o Deputy Michael P. Haugen, Riverside County Sheriffs Department

WELCOMING NEW COMMISSIONER

Janice H. Scully, District Attorney, Sacramento County

ROLL CALL OF COMMISSION MEMBERS

INTRODUCTIONS



HONORING COMMISSIONER DEVALLIS RUTLEDGE -
CHAIRMAN - APRIL 1995 - APRIL 1996

HONORING FORMER COMMISSIONER

Raquel Montenegro - February 1985 - July 1996

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

A. Approval of the minutes of the November 7, 1996 regular Commission meeting at the
Embassy Suites in Seaside.

CONSENT CALENDAR

B.I Receiving Course Certification Report

Since the November meeting, there have been 89 new certifications, 0 decertifications,
and 69 modifications. In approving the Consent Calendar, your Honorable Commission
receives the report.

B.2 Receiving Financial Report - Third Quarter FY 1996/97

The third quarter financial report is under this tab for information purposes. In approving
the Consent Calendar, your Honorable Commission receives the report.

B.3 Receiving Information on New Entries Into the POST Regular (Reimbursable) program

The Del Notre County District Attorney, the Mira Costa College District Police
Department, and the Cuesta College Department of Public Safety have met the
Commission’s requirements and have been accepted into the POST Regular Program. In
approving the Consent Calendar, your Honorable Commission receives the report.

B.4 Receiving Information on New Entries Into the POST Specialized (Non-Reimbursable)
P o_mr, r_ a

The City of Fresno Airport Department of Public Safety has met the Commission’s
requirements and has been accepted into the POST Specialized (Non-Reimbursable)
program. In approving the Consent Calendar, your Honorable Commission receives the
report.
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B.5 Receiving Informationon Withdrawal from POST Specialized(Non-Reimbursable)

The Southern Pacific Railroad Police Department has merged with the Union Pacific
Railroad Police Department and has withdrawn from the program. In approving the
Consent Calendar, the Commission takes note they are no longer part of the POST
Specialized Program.

B.6 Receiving Information on New Entry Into the Public Safety Dispatcher Program

B.7

Procedures provide that agencies that have expressed willingness to abide by POST
Regulations and have passed ordinances as required by Penal Code Section 13522 may
enter into the POST Reimbursable Public Safety Dispatcher Program pursuant to Penal
Code Sections 13510(c) and 13525.

In approving the Consent Calendar, your Honorable Commission notes that the Fontana
Unified School District Police Department has met the requirements and has been
accepted into the POST Reimbursable Public Safety Dispatcher Program.

Settin~ Command College/Executive Leadership Program Tuition for Non-Reimbursable

Consistent with Commission policy, staff annually reviews the tuition charged to non-
reimbursable agencies and reports to the Commission each January with the
recommended tuition for the coming year.

The current tuition for the Command College/Executive Leadership Institute (CC/ELI) 
$2,762. Analysis of costs is included in the report under this tab. The analysis suggests
that the current tuition should remain unchanged in 1997.

In approving the Consent Calendar, your Honorable Commission receives the report and
sets the tuition rate of $2,762 effective for Classes 26 and 27.

B.8 Setting Supervisory_ Leadership Institute Tuition for Non-Reimbursable Agencies

Consistent with Commission policy, staff annually reviews the tuition charged to non-
reimbursable agencies and reports to the Commission each January with the
recommended tuition for the coming year.

The current year tuition rate is $1,636. Analysis shows that the tuition level should
remain the same for classes beginning July 1997 through June 1998. Analysis of costs is
included in the report under this tab.



In approving the Consent Calendar, your Honorable Commission receives the report and
sets the tuition rate of $1,636 effective for classes beginning July 1997 through June
1998.

C. Receiving Testimony on Proposed Chan~es to Commission Regulations and Commission
Procedures Regarding Minimum Selection Standards for Regular and Reserve Officers

At its November 1996 meeting, the Commission received a staff report on a series of
proposed changes to Commission Regulations 1001, 1002, 1007(a) and Commission
Procedures C-I and C-2 pertaining to minimum selection standards for regular and
reserve officers. Following the staff report, the Commission scheduled a January 23,
1997 public hearing to receive comment on the proposed changes.

All proposed changes to the Commission’s regulations and procedures are described in
the full agenda report. The most substantive of the proposed changes are as follows:

Language would be added to the regulations on minimum education requirements for
regular and reserve officers to make explicit that high school graduation must be from a
U.S. high school. Since 1989, the Commission has interpreted its current regulations, and
the underlying provisions of Government Code Section 1031 (e), to require graduation
from a U.S. high school. POST legal counsel confirms this interpretation as being
reasonable.

Language would be added to the same regulations which specifies that the high school
graduation requirement may be satisfied by achieving a passing score on the California
High School Proficiency Examination (CHSPE). Per Education Code section 48412,
passing the test is the legal equivalent of attaining a high school diploma.

Current language in the regulations for regular officers, which specifies the minimum
scores that must be achieved on the General Education Development Test (GED) in order
to satisfy the minimum education requirement, would be added to the regulations for
reserve officers.

Commission Procedure C-1, subparagraph 1-5(1), which requires the background
investigator to collect medical information, would be deleted. This change is necessary
to comply with the provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1991 (ADA),
which prohibit the collection of medical information prior to a conditional job offer.

Commission Procedure C-1, subparagraph 1-5(g) would be changed to require that the
background investigator contact all previous employers of the candidate during the last
ten years. Currently there is no time limit and all previous employers must be contacted.
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The proposed change is consistent with what is recommended in the POSTPeace Officer
Background Investigation Manual and what the candidate is required to document in the
POST Personal History Statement.

Current psychological screening requirements, as stated in Commission Procedure C-2,
would be expanded to require a clinical interview for all candidates. At present only
candidates for whom the psychological test results are inconclusive or suggest
disqualification must be interviewed. In 1985, when the current requirements were
enacted, the Commission opted not to require that all candidates be interviewed due to
concerns that such an action would place an undue burden on some agencies - both from
the standpoint of cost and the limited availability of psychologists in certain remote areas
of the state. The Commission has always recommended that a clinical interview be
conducted for all candidates, and the concerns raised in 1985 are now largely nonexistent,
as it is now common practice for agencies in the POST program to require a clinical
interview for all candidates. Expansion of the requirement is also consistent with the
recommendations of both the International Associations of Chiefs of Police and the
Division 18 of the American Psychological Association (Psychologists in Police Service).

A provision would be added to Commission Procedure C-2 which requires that the results
of the psychological examination be reported in writing to the hiring authority. The new
requirement would parallel an existing requirement that the findings of the medical
examination be reported in writing, and is necessary to document that the hiring authority
received the required information before making the final hiring decision.

Another provision would be added to Commission Procedure C-2 that requires the hiring
authority to retain written verification that employed persons have been examined and
found to be medically and psychologically suitable in accordance with the Commission’s
requirements. This requirement is necessary to verify compliance, as POST personnel are
prohibited from accessing the actual medical records of such individuals per the ADA.

The current vision standards, as enumerated in Commission Procedure C-2, would be
expanded to require that candidates be screened for both corrected and uncorrected visual
acuity, and visual field. Recommended evaluation criteria for these factors are included
in existing POST guidelines.

With respect to proposed changes to the current minimum education requirement, the
Commission, in November, further directed that staff research the feasibility of accepting
both graduation from schools outside the U.S. that are administered by the U.S. and
attended by the dependents of U.S. military personnel, and diplomas from other
countries that are recognized by California colleges and universities as meeting college
entrance requirements.



Staff research with respect to the persons who have graduated from schools outside the
U.S. revealed that high schools in the U.S. Department of Defense Dependent School
System (military schools), including those located outside of the U.S., are fully accredited
by the North Central Association of Colleges and Schools. Thus, such high schools fall
under the proposed revised definition of a "high school" as enumerated in Commission
Regulation 1001(o), which includes any "U.S. school accredited as a high school by 
recognized regional accrediting body." Proposed additional language to Regulation
1001(o), which would make this point explicit, reads as follows: "Inclusive of this
definition are schools for the dependents of U.S. military personnel which comprise the
Department of Defense Dependent School System."

Staff fmdings concerning the practices of California colleges and universities for
evaluating the equivalency of education received in another country indicate there are no
definitive and universally recognized standards for conducting such evaluations, and that
the evaluations can be quite subjective, complex and costly to carry out. Given these
circumstances, and given the ready availability of the General Education Development
Test (GED) as an alternative means of satisfying the high school graduation requirement,
language has not been incorporated in the proposed regulation changes that would permit
acceptance of education in another country that is "equivalent" to high school graduation.

All proposed changes to the actual language of the regulations and procedures (i.e., both
substantive changes and less substantive language/format changes ) are provided in
Attachment A to the full agenda report, along with a Statement of Reasons explaining the
rationale for each change.

If the Commission concurs, and subject to the results of the public hearing, the
appropriate action would be a MOTION by the Commission to amend Commission
Regulations 1001, 1002, and 1007(a) and Commission Procedures C-1 and C-2 
described in the full agenda report, with an effective date of April 1, 1997, contingent
upon approval by the Office of Administrative La~v.

STANDARDS AND COMPETENCY

Appeal of the Peace Officer Feasibility Study for the Los Angeles Public Library_,
Security Services Division. and Recommendation to Submit the Report to the Los
Angeles Public LibraW and to the Legislature

Penal Code Sections 13540-42 require persons interested in being designated as peace
officers to seek a feasibility study from the Commission. Such studies are conducted
pursuant to a contract for recovery of costs. Such a study concerning the Los Angeles
Public Library Security Services Division was completed and submitted to the
Commission November 7, 1996.



After reviewing the work of the non-peace officer security officers of the Security
Services Division, POST staff concluded: 1) the security officers satisfactorily
perform the duties and responsibilities specified for the position; and 2) full peace
officer powers and authority are not required to perform security officer
responsibilities.

Accordingly, staff recommended the security officer positions at LAPL not be
designated as peace officers. The study did not include any alternative
recommendations for the LAPL security officer positions.

On November 8, 1996, Los Angeles Public Library Business Manager Kris Morita,
pursuant to Commission Procedure 1019(g), requested an appeal of the recommendation
of the study. The Library now seeks limited peace officer authority for the security
officers.

Based upon additional analysis described in the enclosed report, staff recommends the
appeal be resolved by adding to the feasibility study report the recommendation that
"the City of Los Angeles seek legislation to include the Library security officer
positions in P.C. Section 830.11." P.C. 830.11 provides limited powers for designated
individuals who are not peace officers.

If the Commission concurs, the appropriate action would be a MOTION to add the
recommendation for P.C. 830.11 inclusion and to submit the completed feasibility study
and appeal recommendation to the Los Angeles City Public Library and the Legislature.

Request for Public Heating to Consider Proposed Changes to POST Public Safet3_r
Dispatcher Certificate Program

The certificate program for public safety dispatchers was established in Commission
Regulation 1018(0 in 1990. Per Commission Procedure F-5-3, dispatchers employed by
agencies in the POST dispatcher program prior to the effective date of the certificate
program may qualify for the certificate by passing the POST Public Safety Dispatcher
Training Equivalence Examination in lieu of completing the Public Safety Dispatchers’
Basic Course.

The certificate program is voluntary and dispatchers employed by agencies in the POST
dispatcher program are not obligated to obtain the certificate as a condition of continued
employment.

Since the 1990 inception date of the certificate program, over 2,000 dispatchers have
taken the POST equivalency exam for purposes of qualifying for the certificate. In recent
years, as the influx of eligible agencies into the dispatcher program has slowed, so to has
use of the exam. During the past 12 months, only 51 dispatchers have taken the exam.
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The exam is used solely for the purpose of determining eligibility for the dispatcher
certificate, and needs major revision due to recent substantive changes in the Public
Safety Dispatchers’ Basic Course. The estimated cost to develop a new exam is $30,000.

Due to the diminishing need for the test, and the substantial Costs to develop a new exam,
it is recommended that the Commission adopt proposed changes to Commission
Procedures F-5 which would have the effect of eliminating the testing option as a means
for dispatchers employed prior to 1990 to obtain the dispatcher certificate. It is further
recommended that the proposed changes go into effect January 1, 1998, thereby
permitting those who are eligible a period of one more year to take the test.

The proposed changes to Commission Procedure F-5 are shown in underline-strikeout
format in the attachment to the full agenda report.

If the Commission concurs, the appropriate action would be a MOTION to schedule a
public hearing in conjunction with the April 24, 1997 Commission meeting to receive
comment on the proposed changes to Commission Procedure F-5.

Report and Recommendation to Adopt Chan~es to Regular Basic Course Trainin_~
Specifications Using the Notice of Proposed Action Proces,s

As part of an ongoing review of Regular Basic Course content, POST staff and
curriculum consultants (academy instructors and other subject matter experts) thoroughly
review learning domain content to determine if revisions are necessary. This process
occurs in regularly scheduled workshops during which curriculum and supporting
material for specific domains are updated to reflect emerging training needs, compliance
with legislatively mandated subject matter, changes in the law, or to improve student
learning and evaluation.

Proposed changes to the training specifications for Learning Domains #21 Patrol
Techniques, #22 Vehicle Pullovers, #23 Crimes in Progress, #26 Unusual Occurrences,
#27 Missing Persons and #41 Hazardous materials are as follows:

O Learning Domain #21 (Patrol Techniques)

The proposed modifications will require the student to understand the
responsibility of law enforcement to protect public safety and the use of patrol
strategies to accomplish this goal. It is recommended that an exercise test that
requires the student to make a simulated crime broadcast be deleted and replaced
with a learning activity. This skill is more appropriately tested in other related
patrol scenario tests. Enhancements are proposed to an existing scenario test that
requires the student to use a patrol vehicle to safely approach pedestrian
suspect(s).
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O

O

O

It is also proposed that the learning activity currently required be expanded and
enhanced to provide more detail and specificity to the training requirement.

Learning Domain #22 (Vehicle Pullovers)

It is proposed that an exercise test that requires the student to conduct a vehicle
search be deleted. The mechanics of vehicle searches varies from incident to
incident and there are countless methods to conduct these searches making a test
difficult to justify. The subject matter remains as required instruction. It is
recommended that the exercise test that requires the student to determine the
acceptability of identification be merged into the vehicle pullover scenario test
and be deleted as a stand-alone testing requirement. It is further proposed that
the scenario test that requires the student to make a simulated traffic enforcement
stop during daylight hours be deleted. The skills, techniques and knowledge
needed to handle a daylight stop are tested in the nighttime pullover which adds
the variables of darkness and the use of artificial light. It is recommended that
the existing scenario test that requires the student to make a simulated nighttime
traffic enforcement vehicle pullover during the hours of darkness and high-risk
vehicle pullover be expanded and enhanced by requiring the performance of
specific actions.

(Crimes in Progress)

The proposed modifications provide more explicit instructional goals which
requires the student to master techniques related to handling crimes in progress.
It is recommended that the existing scenario tests that require the student to
demonstrate the skills necessary to effectively respond and investigate a prowler
incident, burglary or robbery-in-progress be expanded and enhanced by requiring
the student to perform specific actions. Because the components of a building
search are proposed as additions to the burglary-in-progress test it is
recommended that the scenario test that requires the student to conduct a
building and area search for suspects be deleted.

Enhancements are proposed for the ambush scenario test. If the proposed
modifications are approved to the in-progress incidents, the exercise test that
requires the student to function as a contact officer and cover officer becomes
redundant and are recommended for deletion. Enhancements are proposed to the
existing learning activities that would require instruction in specific incidents
that would reenforce the student’s understanding of law enforcement response to
a variety of high-risk situations.
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G.

Additional detail is proposed as a modification to an existing learning activity
that would require the student to discuss how the first officer on the scene of a
disaster should respond to minimize injuries, loss of life, and property damage.

Learning Domain #27 (Missing Persons)

The proposed modifications continue the trend of providing more explicit
instructional goals to more clearly support the design of the instructor unit
guides. Other modifications propose new goals including ensuring that the
student attains an understanding of the severity of the missing person problem in
California; an understanding of missing person definitions and related Penal
Code statutes; an awareness of the four broad categories of missing person cases;
an understanding of the duty to accept any report of a missing person; an
understanding of the elements of an effective preliminary investigation and other
components of a missing persons investigation. Existing topics have been
reorganized and expanded to ensure clarity.

O (Hazardous Materials)

The proposed modifications provide clarity to existing instructional goals.
Modifications are proposed to an existing learning activity to ensure that the
student participates in an activity designed to reinforce an understanding of first
responder actions at the scene of a hazardous materials incident. Modifications
are proposed to a second existing learning activity that ensures that the student
understands the indicators for determining the hazard potential of the suspected
material.

If the Commission concurs, the appropriate action would be a MOTION to approve,
subject to the results of the Notice of Proposed Regulatory Action process, the changes as
set forth in the report. If approved, changes would go into effect April 1, 1997, subject to
approval of the Office of Administrative Law.

~¢port and Recommendation to Adopt Chan~es for Module D Training Specifications
Using the Notice of Proposed Action Process

Penal Code 832.6 requires POST to develop a supplemental course to enable reserve
officers to satisfy requirements of the Regular Basic Course without unnecessary
redundancy of previously completed Level I and Level II reserve training. Pursuant to
this mandate, the Commission approved Training Specifications for the Reserve Training
Module D on July 21, 1995. These Module D specifications were designed to include all
Regular Basic Course specifications excluding those specifications that are instructed in
Reserve Modules A, B, and C courses. Since the initial Module D specification
document was adopted through the administrative law process, ongoing updates to the



Regular Basic Course training specifications have been made and approved by the
Commission.

As the Regular Basic Course training specifications are updated, the reserve Module D
training specifications must be updated. The intent of this report is to make amendments
to the document Training Specifications for the Module D to incorporate recent changes
made in the Regular Basic Course specifications and to correlate instructional goals
between the two documents. These amendments are proposed for consistency in delivery
of the Course.

If the Commission concurs, the appropriate action would be a MOTION to approve,
subject to the results of the Notice of Proposed Regulatory Action process, the changes as
set forth in the report. If approved, changes would go into effect April 1, 1997, subject to
approval of the Office of Administrative Law.

Report mad Recommendation to Adopt Proposed Changes to the Regular Basic Course
Performance Objectives

The report under this tab describes proposed changes to the performance objectives in
Learning Domains #21, #22, #23, #27, and #41. All proposed changes correspond to
changes in the Training Specifications for the Regular Basic Course as described in
agenda item "F."

O (Patrol Techniques)

The proposed changes in this domain would delete an exercise objective, modify
a scenario objective, add a learning activity and modify a learning activity. The
deleted objective, which requires the student to initiate a radio broadcast, will be
replaced by the new learning activity. The ability to initiate a radio broadcast
will be assessed in the modified scenario objective.

O eam’n Domains #22 (Vehicle Pullovers)

The proposed changes to this domain would delete two exercise objectives,
delete one scenario objective, and modify two scenario objectives. The deleted
scenario objective, which requires the student to make a daylight traffic stop,
taps the same basic skills as a more difficult exercise objective which requires
the student to make a nighttime traffic stop. One of the deleted exercise
objectives requires the student to conduct a vehicle search. The legal aspects of
a vehicle search are addressed in Domain #16 (Search and Seizure), and the
mechanics of conducting a vehicle search vary from incident to incident and
thus are best addressed in field training. The skills required by the other deleted
exercise objective, which requires students to determine the acceptability of



O

O

different forms of identification, will be assessed in one of the modified scenario
objectives.

Leamin D ain #23 (Crimes in Progress)

The proposed changes to this domain would delete two exercise objectives,
delete one scenario objective and modify four scenario objectives. The two
deleted exercise objectives, which require the student to perform the duties of a
contact and cover officer, will be replaced by the four modified scenario
objectives, which will provide for a comprehensive assessment of the ability to
respond to crimes-in-progress calls. The skills assessed by the deleted exercise
objective, which requires the student conduct a building search, will be assessed
by including a building search in one of the modified scenario objectives.

(Missing Persons)

The proposed changes in this domain would delete four knowledge objectives,
thereby eliminating the knowledge test for this domain. Two of the deleted
objectives call for knowledge of previously mandatory investigative procedures
for handling missing persons reports that are no longer operative unless formally
adopted by the governing body of the local law enforcement agency. Some
agencies have elected not to adopt these procedures or to adopt different
procedures, thereby removing the possibility of writing test items for objectives
that have statewide applicability. A third deleted objective calls for
memorization of material that need not be memorized as it is printed on the
Department of Justice form that officers must complete on all missing persons.
The fourth deleted objective calls for knowledge of procedures that should be
followed in searching for a missing child. The subject matter represented by this
remaining objective does not constitute a reasonable basis for constructing an
entire paper-and-pencil test. In concurring with the proposed changes, many
academy directors have indicated they intend to develop their own test based on
locally-adopted procedures for handling missing persons. Furthermore, as
described in agenda itcm "F," thcrc will continue to be a minimum of four hours
of instruction devoted to this domain.

Learning Dotuain #41 (Hazardous Materials Awareness)

The proposed changes in this domain would add one knowledge objective, and
modify four knowledge objectives and two learning activities. The new
objective requires students to recognize and interpret National Fire Protection
Association (NFPA) hazardous materials labels for materials at fixed site
manufacturing and storage facilities.



The details of all proposed changes to the performance objectives are described in the full
agenda report, and have been approved by the Consortium of Academy Directors.

If the Commission concurs, the appropriate action would be a MOTION to adopt the
recommended changes to the Regular Basic Course performance objectives effective for
academy classes that begin on or after April 1, 1997.

Report and Recommendation to Set a Public Hearing for April 24. 1997 to Receive
Testimony on Proposal for Evaluation of Prior Reserve Officer Trainin~

The Irvine Police Department hired a reserve officer in 1990, and based upon an
evaluation of his prior training by the department, he was appointed as a Designated
Level I reserve officer. The officer had completed a 200-hour non-POST certified
academy and a 40-hour P.C. 832 course in 1975 and had also completed a 440-hour basic
course for peace officers in Arizona in 1980. A recent request for a reserve certificate
lead to the discovery that the reserve had never completed the Module B and C training
requirements prior to his appointment.

The attachments under this tab outline the problem and POST responses to date. Chief
Charles Brobeck has suggested that the Commission consider enacting new regulations
that would allow for a process to evaluate prior reserve officer training to satisfy the
training requirements contained in Modules B and C.

The circumstances involved in this case suggests the Commission give consideration to
regulations enabling the satisfaction of the reserve Modules B and C training requirement
through an evaluation of prior training. Especially compelling in this case is the officer’s
prior completion of the basic course required for regular full-time officers in Arizona. If
an evaluation provision were established, it is unknown whether other individuals might
be affected.

Such an evaluation provision could entail a process relying solely on comparative
training or could also include both a written and skills testing requirement. If the
Commission concurs and decides to adopt an evaluation process for Modules B and C,
the appropriate proposed regulations could be drafted and scheduled for a public heating
at the April 1997 Commission meeting.

If the Commission concurs, the appropriate action would be a MOTION to approve the
drafting of proposed regulations to evaluate prior training to satisfy the requirements of
Modules B and C and to schedule a public hearing for the April 1997 Commission
meeting.
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J. Proposed Baton/Club Trainin~ for Sheriff Security Officers Implementin~ Amended
p.c.

Recent enactment ofP. C. Section 831.4 has given sheriffs’ departments the authority to
employ non-peace officer personnel as public officers in the capacity of a sheriff security
officer for the purpose of providing security for specified facilities and activities. Of
importance to POST was the related amendment of P.C. 12002. Sub-section (f), was
added and requires the Commission to identify a course of instruction for these persons in
the carrying and use of an impact weapon. Presently, only the Los Angeles, Sacramento,
and Orange County Sheriffs Departments are known to employ personnel in this
classification.

After a review of the impact weapon training needs of sheriff security officers, a review
of existing POST certified curriculum, and consultation with subject matter experts -
including trainers from the Los Angeles, Sacramento, and Orange County Sheriffs’
Departments, an eight-hour minimum training curriculum was developed.

Adoption of this course requirement for a public officer serving in the capacity of a
sheriff security officer must be enacted pursuant to the Administrative Procedures Act.

If the Commission concurs, the appropriate action is a MOTION to approve, subject to
the results of a Notice of Regulatory Action, the proposed baton/club training for sheriff
security officers and add Regulation 108 ! (a)(24), to show the addition of this 
legislatively mandated course. The changes would go into effect April 1, 1997, subject
to approval of the Office of Administrative Law.

MAXIMIZING TRAINING DELIVERY

K, Report on the Results of an RFP to Develop Student Workbooks for 35 Basic Course
Learning Domains and Recommendation to Authorize the Executive Director to Execute
a Contract with the Successful Bidder

At its November meeting, based upon the results of the Student Workbook Pilot Project,
the Commission authorized the release of a Request for Proposal (RFP) to solicit bids for
development of student workbooks for the remaining 35 Basic Course learning domains.
The process of vendor selection was initiated by mailing the RFP to 19 firms and
individuals on November 12, 1996. Staff is currently finalizing review and ratings of
proposals received from vendors. The Commission will receive a supplemental report at
its January 23, 1997 meeting which identifies the successful vendor and recommends
award of the development contract.



PARTNERSHIPS

L.

Norman Cleaver, Chairman of the POST Advisory Committee, will report on the
Committee meeting held January 22, 1996 in Seaside.

,
Governor’s Awards for Excellence in Peace Officer Trainin~
The POST Advisory Committee, serving as a screening committee, will make
recommendations for award recipients in three categories: Individual
Achievement, Lifetime Achievement, and Organizational Achievement.

M, Report and Recommendation to Approve an Interagency Agreement With the Department
of Water Resources for Mierofilmine Services

For many years, POST has entered into an annual interagency agreement with the
Department of Water Resources for microfilming services. Microfilming of various
documents is necessary to conserve floor space and comply with the Department of
General Services’ requirements. For the past two years, microfilming volume and costs
have been relatively low. The current year expenditure to date and projections for the
balance of the fiscal year show a substantial increased volume. As described in the report
under this tab, it is estimated that costs under our agreement with the Department of
Water Resources could reach $19,998. As Commissioners are aware, contracts over the
amount of $10,000, require Commission review and consideration.

If the Commission concurs, the appropriate action would be a MOTION to authorize the
Executive Director to sign an interagency agreement with the Department of Water
Resources, in an amount not to exceed $19,998, for microfilming services for FY 96/97.
(ROLL CALL VOTE)

N. Request for Contract Services to Write Feasibility Study Report (FSR) and Request for
Proposal (RFP) for New POSTRAC System

POSTRAC is a computer-based system that permits basic academies to download, print
and machine score POST-developed (and mandated) multiple-choice tests; keep records
of student performance; and produce a variety of reports that serve both instructional and
administrative purposes. While the system has worked very well, it was developed 10
years ago and is technologically antiquated.
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O,

In recognition of the need to update and expand the system, the Commission approved
issuance of a Request for Proposal (RFP) for this purpose in 1993 at a cost not to exceed
$230,000. Due to the scope of the project, staff conducted a Feasibility Study Report
(FSR) that had to be approved by the Department of Finance prior to the issuance of the
RFP. The FSR was completed and approved and work was begun on the RFP when the
Commission acted in July 1994 to delay the project for a period of one year as a means of
reducing expenditures during fiscal year 94/95. The Commission has subsequently
renewed authority for the new system up through the current fiscal year.

The need to replace the current POSTRAC system remains and with the technological
advances since 1993 the total expenditures to develop the new system are likely to be
less than the originally estimated $230,000. Important features proposed for the new
system include use of graphics-based test items, automated scoring of exercise and
scenario tests, automated retrieval and storage of training management materials (training
specifications, performance objectives, scenario tests, student workbooks, etc.), electronic
scheduling and record keeping (classes, instructors, attendance, etc.), academy
development of customized tests, a graphics-based operating system (e.g., Windows), and
expansion of the system for use in other POST-certified courses.

The FSR has become outdated and due to other commitments POST computer staffwill
not be available to revise the FSR and develop the RFP in the foreseeable future. The
necessary resources to accomplish this work can be procured from contractors approved
under the state’s Master Services Agreement (MSA). Several computer systems analysts
who are employed by MSA providers have been interviewed by POST staff to assess
their capabilities to perform this work. Based on these interviews and subsequent
reference checks, several qualified systems analysts were identified and it is
recommended that POST contract for the services of one of the MSA providers. It is
estimated that a maximum of 600 contract hours will be needed to complete the work. At
an hourly billing rate of $58, the total amount of the contract will not exceed $34,800.

If the Commission concurs, the appropriate action would be a MOTION to approve a
contract with a Master Services Agreement provider for an amount not to exceed $34,800
to revise the Feasibility Study Report and write the Request for Proposal for the new
POSTRAC system. (ROLL CALL VOTE)

Report of the Finance Committee

Commissioner TerBorch, Chairman of the Finance Committee, will report on the
Committee meeting held on January 22, 1997 in Los Angeles.



LEGISLATION

P. Report of the Legislative Review Committee

Commissioner Block, Chairman of the Commission’s Legislative Review Committee,
will report on the Committee meeting held January 23, 1997 in Los Angeles.

Q. CORRESPONDENCE

I. Letter from Peter C. Sama, Chairman, Contra Costa County Police Chiefs’
Association, requesting a partnership in initiating a project to design and develop
a regional driver training facility and program in Contra Costa County.

2. Letter from Assistant Chief Wayne Harp, San Bemardino Police Department,
describing creation of a part-time call taker position and requesting exemption
from the 120-hour Public Safety Dispatcher training.

OLD/NEW BUSINE$~

R. Appointment of Advisory Committee Member

The California Community Colleges has submitted the name of Dr. Leo Ruelas to fill the
unexpired term of Dr. Ernest Leach, who has resigned to accept a position with the
League for Innovation in the Community College. The appointment will expire in
September 1999.

S. Report of Executive Search Cnmmi~ge

Commissioner Hunt, Chairman of the Executive Search Committee, will report on actions
taken by the Committee.

DATES AND LOCATIONS OF FUTURE COMMISSION MEETINGS

April 24, 1997 - Holiday Inn Capitol Plaza - Sacramento
July 17, 1997 - Hyatt Regency - Irvine
November 6, 1997 - Mission Inn - Riverside
January 22, 1998 - To Be Determined

TOUR OF MUSEUM OF TOLERANCE

Upon adjournment, Commissioners and Advisory Committee members will tour the Museum of
Tolerance in Los Angeles. It is anticipated the tour will begin at 2:00 p.m. and be completed at
5:00 p.m.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA PETE WILSON, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE DANIEL E. LUNGREN, Attorney Genera/

COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING
1601 ALHAMBRA BOULEVARD
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95816*7083

COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES
November 7, 1996

Embassy Suites at Monterey Bay
Seaside, CA

The meeting was called to order at 10:10 a.m. by Chairman Ortega.

Commissioner Carre led the flag salute.

MOMENT OF sILENCE

The Commission held a moment of silence in honor of the following officers who have lost their
lives while serving the public:

o Deputy Anthony Olson, Monterey County Sheriffs Department
o Officer Karl D. Simons, Long Beach Police Department
o Ineasie Maxie Baker, California Youth Authority
o Reuben Rios, California Highway Patrol
o Officer Joey Little, Placentia Police Department

ROLL CALL OF COMMISSION MEMBERS

A calling of the roll indicated a quorum was present.

Commissioners Present:

David C. Anderson :
Collene Campbell
Michael T. Carre
Jody Hall-Esser
Bud Hawkins, Attorney General Representative
Ted Hunt
William B. Kolender
Ronald E. Lowenberg
Manue E. Ortega
Rick TerBorch

Commissioners Absent:

Sherman Block
Devallis Rutledge



POST Advisory Committee Members Present:

Jay Clark, Chairman
Alan Barcelona
Charles Brobeck
Norman Cleaver
Joe Flannagan
Derald D. Hunt
Alexia Vital-Moore
Woody Williams

Staff Present:

Norman C. Boehm, Executive Director
Glen Fine, Deputy Executive Director
Hal Snow, Assistant Executive Director
Dennis Aronson, Senior Instructional Designer, Learning Technology Resource Center
John Bemer, Bureau Chief, Standards and Evaluation
Jody Buna, Senior Law Enforcement Consultant, Basic Training Bureau
Michael DiMiceli, Bureau Chief, Management Counseling
Everitt Johnson, Bureau Chief, Basic Training
Jan Myyra, Instructional Designer, Learning Technology Resource Center
Tom Liddicoat, Budget Officer, Administrative Services
Frederick Williams, Bureau Chief, Administrative Services
Vera Roff, Administrative Assistant

Visitors’ Roster

Ed Bonner, Sheriff, Placer County Sheriffs Department
Pete Brodie, ALADS
Michael Brown, Sergeant, Los Angeles Police Department
Paul Brown, Sacramento Police Department/CCLEA
Steve Craig, President, PORAC
Steve D’Arcy, Undersheriff, Placer County Sheriffs Department
Gretchen Fretter, CADA, Contra Costa Criminal Justice Training Center
Mrs. Bud Hawkins
Ed Hendry, Orange County Sheriffs Department
Monty Hight, Northem Division, California Highway Patrol
Mike Jimenez, CCPOA
Ernest Love, City of Los Angeles Library Department
Frank Martinez, City of Los Angeles Library Department
Doug McClellan, ALADS
Mike Minton, Long Beach POA



Mick Nadeau, Association of Special Agents, DOJ
Bob Norman, Chief, Foster City Police Department
Sue Oliviera, CADA/South Bay Regional Center
Willie Pannell, Commander, Los Angeles Police Department
Doug Peterson, CCPOA/CPOST
Steve Salander, Sacramento Police Department/CCLEA
Paul Wheeler, AMVIC/CCLEA

COMMISSIONER REAPPOINTMENTS

Chairman Ortega congratulated the following Commissioners on their reappointment to
the Commission:

o Sherman Block
o William B. Kolender

HONORING FORMER COMMISSIONER

Chairman Ortega displayed a plaque which had been prepared for George Kennedy
commemorating his service as a Commissioner from October 1993 to September 1996.
Since Mr. Kennedy was unable to attend, the plaque will be presented at a later time.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

A. MOTION - TerBorch, second - Kolender, carried unanimously to approve the minutes of
¯ the July 18, 1996 regular Commission meeting at the Hyatt Regency Hotel in Irvine.

CONSENTCALENDAR

B, MOTION - Lowenberg, second - TerBorch, carried unanimously to approve the
following Consent Calendar:

B.1 Receiving Course Certification Report

B.2 Receiving Financial Report - First Ouarter FY 1996/97

B.3 Receiving Information on New Entries Into the POST Regular (Reimbursable)
eromgr_ _

B.4 Receiving Information on Withdrawal from POST Regular (Reimbursable)

B. 5 Receiving Information on New Entry Into the Public Safety Dispatcher Program



t

STANDARDS AND COMPETENCY

Approval to Adopt Changes to Regular Basic Course Training Specifications Using the
Notice of Proposed Action Process

As part of an ongoing review of Regular Basic Course content, POST staff and
curriculum consultants (academy instructors and other subject matter experts)thoroughly
review learning domain content to determine if revisions are necessary. This process
occurs in regularly scheduled workshops during which curriculum and supporting
material for specific domains are updated to reflect emerging training needs, compliance
with legislatively mandated subject matter, changes in the law, or to improve student
testing and evaluation. Recommendations for changes in the following learning domains
are:

¢

o Learning Domain #38 (Gang Awareness) The proposed modification pr ovides a
more explicit instructional goal that requires the student to master tdchniques related
to officer safety when dealing with gang related contacts, detentions and arrests. Ten
indicators of gang related criminal activity are proposed as new topics. Additional
modifications would require students to receive instruction in specific methods
designed to neutralize the impact of gangs.

It was further proposed that an existing exercise test be deleted based on the difficulty
presenters have experienced in their efforts to develop a valid testing instrument. It is
also proposed that the two existing learning activities be consolidated into one
expanded and enhanced activity to provide more detail and specificity to support the
required instruction in the domain.

Learning Domain #36 (Information Systems) The proposed modifications
continue the trend of providing more explicit instructional goals. Minor changes are
proposed to the required topics and additional detail is recommended to enhance an
existing learning activity.

MOTION - Lowenberg, second - Campbell, carried unanimously to approve the
curriculum changes as described in the staffreport. If no one requests a public hearing,
the changes would go into effect January 1, 1997, subject to approval of the Office of
Administrative Law.

Approval to Adorn Proposed Changes to the Regular Basic Course Performance
O__bjectives

Ongoing review of the Regular Basic Course performance objectives identified a number
of changes that would improve the quality of the domain tests¯ The proposed changes
include:
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E.

O Learnin Domain #1 (Vehicle Operations) Delete on e performance objective
which requires the student to perform a pre-shifl vehicle inspection.

O Learning Domain #34 (First Aid) Delete one objective which, due toan oversight,
was not deleted at the time the Commission approved the deletion of the
corresponding exercise test from the Training Specifications for the Regular Basic
Course - 1995.

Learning Domain #36 (Information Systems) Add two objectives: on e requires
the student to identify the particular types of information contained in different law
enforcement information systems, the other requires the student to identify under
what circumstances an officer is authorized to use DOJ and DMV information
systems. A third objective would be deleted and incorporated into another existing
objective, and a learning activity wouldbe modified to mirror a revision to the
Training Specifications for the Regular Basic Course - 1995.

Learning Domain #38 (Gang Awareness) Delete one objective, de lete one
learning activity and modify another learning activity. These changes mirror
revisions to the Training Specifications for the Regular Basic Course - 1995 that are
explained in a previous agenda item.

MOTION - TerBorch, second - Kolender, carried unanimously to adopt the recommended
changes to the Regular Basic Course performance objectives effective for all academy
classes that begin on or after January 1, 1997.

Scheduling a Public Hearing on January 23. 1997 on the Proposal to Approve
Modifications to Commission Regulations and Procedures Pertaining to Minimum
Selection Standards

A series of changes are recommended to Commission Regulations 1001, 1002 and
1007(a), and Commission Procedures C-1 and C-2 regarding minimum selection
standards for regular and reserve officers. Many of the changes are designed to clarify
the intent and nature of the Commission’s requirements, and are largely editorial in
nature. The following more substantive changes are also proposed:

1. Language would be added to the regulations pertaining to minimum education
requirements for regular and reserve officers which specifies that high school
graduation must be from a U.S. high school. Since 1989, the Commission has
interpreted its own regulations, and the underlying provisions of Government Code
Section 1031(e), to require graduation from a U.S. high school. A recent review 
POST legal counsel confirms that this interpretation is reasonable. The suggested
language changes would make the requirement explicit.
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Language would be added to the same regulations which specifies that the high
school graduation requirement may be satisfied by achieving a passing score on the
California High School Proficiency Examination (CHSPE). Per Education Code
Section 48412, passing the test is the legal, equivalent of attaining a high school
diploma.

.
Current language in the regulations for regular officers, which specifies the minimum
scores that must be achieved on General Education Development Test (GED) in order
to satisfy the minimum education requirement, would be added to the regulations for
reserve officers.

4~ Commission Procedure C-1, subparagraph 1-5(1), which requires the background
¯ investigator to collect medical information, would be deleted. This change is
necessary to comply with the provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of
199! (ADA), which prohibit the collection of medical information prior to 
conditional job offer.

.
Commission Procedure C-1, subparagraph 1-5 (g) would be changed to require that
the background investigator contact all previous employers of the candidate during
the last ten years. Currently there is no time limit and all previous employers must be
contacted. The proposed Change is consistent with what is recommended in the POST
Peace Officer Background Investigation Manual and what the candidate is required to
document in the POST Personal History Statement.

6. A provision would be added to Commission Procedure C-2 to require that the results
of the psychological examination be reported in writing to the hiring authority.

.
Another provision would be added that requires the hiring authority to retain written
verification that employed persons have been examined and found to be medically
and psychologically suitable in accordance with the Commission’s requirements.
This requirement is necessary to verify compliance, as POST personnel are prohibited
from accessing the actual medical records of such individuals per the ADA.

.
The current hearing and vision standards, as stated in Commission Procedure C-2,
would be expanded to require that candidates also be screened for near and far visual
acuity (corrected and uncorrected), and visual field. Recommended evaluation
criteria for these factors are included in existing POST guidelines.

9. The current psychological screening requirements, as stated in Commission Procedure
C-2, would be expanded to require a clinical interview for all candidates. At present
only candidates for whom the psychological test results are inconclusive or suggest
disqualification must be interviewed. In 1985, when the current requirements were
enacted, the Commission opted not to require that all candidates be interviewed due
to concerns that such an action would place an undue burden on some agencies - both



F.

from the standpoint of cost and the limited availability of psychologists in certain
remote areas of the state. The Commission has always recommended that a clinical
interview be conducted for all candidates, and the concems that existed in 1985 have
largely dissipated, as evidenced by the fact that it is now common practice for
agencies in the POST program to require a clinical interview for all candidates.
Expansion of the requirement is also consistent with the recommendations of both the
Intemati0nal Associations of Chiefs of Police and the Division 18 of the American
Psychological Association (Psychologists in Police Service).

There was concern expressed regarding the high school graduation requirement. Staff
was asked to research the feasibility of accepting graduation from schools located outside
the United States if those schools are recognized by California colleges and universities.

MOTION - Kolender, second - Anderson, carried unanimously to schedule a public
hearing for the January 23, 1997 meeting to consider the changes to Commission
regulations and procedures as proposed.

Approval of Report of Peace Officer Feasibility Study for the Los Angeles Public
Library. Security Division. and Recommendation to Submit the Report to the Los
An~,eles Public Libra~ and to the Legislature

Penal Code Sections 13540-42 require persons interested in being designated as peace
officers to seek a feasibility study from the Commission. Such studies are conducted
pursuant to a contract for the recovery of costs.

Kristina Morita, Assistant Business Manager, City of Los Angeles Public Library;
requested a study concerning the designation of 39 Library security officer positions in
the Security Division as peace officers.

The staff report concludes that the work of the non-peace officer Library security officers
does not regularly nor frequently require peace officer authority and powers. The report
recommends those positions not be designated as peace officers.

Chief Ernest Love, City of Los Angeles Library Department, requested that the
Commission reconsider the recommendation due to concerns for safety of officers
involved. He indicated that there is a wide use of drug use in areas surrounding public
libraries and violent crimes have risen dramatically. He requested that consideration be
given to recommending library officers be given limited authority under P.C. 830.7 or
830.11.

Sergeant Frank Martinez, City of Los Angeles Library Department, provided the
Commissioners with statistics regarding the types of crimes the department has had
within the past year, and also asked the Commission to reconsider the recommendation.
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Commander Willie Pannell, Los Angeles Police Department, spoke in favor of the staff
recommendation and stated that sufficient back-up is provided by LAPD.

After discussion, the following action was taken:

MOTION - Lowenberg, second - Kolender, carried unanimously to submit the completed
feasibility study report, including the recommendation, to the Los Angeles Public Library
and the Legislature.

G. Report on Policies for Limited Level I Reserve Officers

Staffreported that in 1995, Senate Bill 1874 became law (P.C. Section 832.6 (a)(1)(A)
and requires Level I reserve officers, appointed after January 1, 1997, to complete the
Regular Basic Course. The law change also authorized law enforcement agencies to
request an exemption from the Regular Basic Course if the agency has policies approved
by the Commission limiting duties of Level I reserve officers and these reserve officers
satisfy other training requirements established by POST. Two law enforcment agencies
have requested approval of the Commission for their limited duty policies.

At its November 6, 1997 meeting, the Advisory Committee discussed this issue and
recommended that the Commission postpone action until (1) POST brings together 
group of law enforcement representatives to determine the impact of this law, and (2) 
seek legislation which would address the concerns resulting from SB 1874.

The Legislative Review Committee met earlier in the day and supports the
recommendations of the Advisory Committee.

MOTION - Anderson, second - Hunt, carried unanimously to postpone further action
until a study has been conducted.

MAXIMIZING TRAINING DELIVERY

H. Demonstration of P.C. 832. Arrest and Firearms IVD Course

A brief demonstration of the courseware was provided by staff from the Learning
Technology Resource Center. The courseware is scheduled to be released to certified
P.C. 832 presenters at the end of November.

I. Report on Student Workbook Pilot Project

Staff reported that the student workbooks have created a new method to demgn and
support basic training, and creates new opportunities to meet the basic training demands
of a variety of programs. The student workbooks and accompanying instructor guides
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form a more effective instructional system and have received wide acclaim from users. 

MOTION - Hall-Esser, second - Hunt, carried unanimously to approve the results of the 
student workbook pilot project and authorize final payment to vendor pending staffs 
satisfactory approval of all workbook deliverables. 

J: Anuroval to Release Reauest for Prooosal (RFPl to Solicit Bids to Develou Student 
Workbooks 

Staff recommended the Commission authorize the expenditure of $200,000 per year for 
the next three years to develop student workbooks for the remaining 35 Regular Basic 
Course learning domains. 

It. is anticipated that it will cost approximately $6dO,OOO to convert the remaining basic 
course learning domains to student workbooks. The development and validation of the 
workbooks over the three-year period will allow the costs to be amortized in $200,000 
increments. 

The Long Range Planning Committee reviewed this request at its September 17, 1996 
meeting and recommended approval. 

MOTION - Hunt, second - Lowenberg, carried unanimously to authorize the release of 
the Request for Proposal for development of the 35 workbooks. If a successful bidder is 
identified, a proposal for a contract would be submitted at the January Commission 
meeting. 

PARTNERSHIPS 

K. Advisorv Committee 

Jay Clark, Chairman of the POST Advisory Committee, reported that the Committee met 
on November 6, 1996 in Seaside. 

In addition to items addressed earlier on the agenda, the following items were addressed: 

1. Proeress Reuort on Subcommittee for Enhancement ofthe ImaFe ofLaw 
Enforcement ’ 
The Committee received a status report on the two meetings convened by the sub- 
committee Chairman Joe Flannagan. This sub-committee is a collaborative effort 
of various organizations and will provide an update in January. 

2. Certificate Reauirement for Chiefs From Out-of-State 
At directed by the Commission, the Advisory Committee discussed this matter at 
length at its November 6, 1996 meeting. It also reviewed the response from legal 
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counsel which indicated that the Commission does not have the legal authority to
waive the proficiency testing requirement. It was the unanimous recommenda-
tion of the Advisory Committee that no further action be taken on this matter.

Chairman Clark reported that Advisory Committee elections were held on November 6,
1996. He announced that Norman Cleaver was elected as Chairman, and Woody
Williams was elected as Vice-Chairman for the coming year.

MOTION - Hall-Esser, second - Campbell, carried unanimously, to accept the
recommendations of the Advisory Committee.

TRANSITION

L. Report of the Committee on Strategic Plan Implementation (CSPI)

Commissioner TerBorch, who serves as Chairman of the Committee on Strategic Plan
Implementation, reported the Committee met on August 28, 1996 at POST Headquarters
in Sacramento, on September 18, 1996 in Newport Beach, and October 22, 1996 in
Irvine.

At its August 28, 1996 meeting in Sacramento, the Committee reviewed progress being
made on transition planning and work began on prioritizing strategies, outcomes, etc. as
set forth in the strategic plan.

On September 18, 1996 in Irvine, the Committee devoted the entire meeting to receiving
input from the field regarding the issue ofprofessionai licensing. The Committee
recommended that the Commission be advised that the CSPI had addressed the issue of
licensing, examined it, took input from public members, and recommended support for
the current existing system with no further study of licensing to be pursued at this time.

On October 22, 1996 in Irvine, the Committee:

.
Received a report from the Executive Director and the Consultant regarding
progress being made by POST on transition planning.

,
Approved a proposal for the Clearninghouse, which is one of the directions
included in the strategic plan. A progress report will be brought to the April
Commission meeting.

,
Supported continuation of development of regional skills centers. The Regional
Centers Advisory Committee has begun to discuss alternatives and options for
possible legislation for the development of regional skills centers throughout the
state.
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The Committee has agreed to postpone any additional meetings until after a new
Executive Director is on board.

MOTION - Hunt, second- Anderson, carried unanimously, to approve the report and
recommendations of the Committee on Strategic Plan Implementation.

RESOURCES

M. Report of the Finance Committee

Commissioner TerBorch, Chairman of the Finance Committee, reported the Committee
met on November 6, 1996 in Seaside.

. ¯
Staff reported that through September 30, 1996, the first quarter of this fiscal year,
we received $9,427,647 revenue. The total is $261,648 more than originally
anticipated and is $1,659,638 (21%) more than received for the same period last
year.

.
Review f 80-H Ca - The Committee recommended including the Institute of
Criminal Investigation (ICI) core course in the 80-hour exemption.

.
Report on Driver Training Simulator Program - There are three agencies currently
in the driver training simulation program and one additional authorized. The
Committee recommends that those agencies be notified the driver training
simulator program is under review by the Commission and that the Commission
may not be in a position to continue financial support for this program
indefinitely.

Boththe Long Range Planning Committee and the Finance Committee
recommend that staff do additional work on exploration of funding this program
including risk management, joint power agreements, insurance companies, federal
grants, and other possible options.

.
Report on Inability of Some IVD systems to Run Current Courseware
Approximately 25 agencies bought computers which are not Capable of running
the most recently develop courseware. Therefore, as a one-time measure, the
Committee recommends that the Commission approve up to $189,000 to replace
59 computers in these 25 agencies.

.
Report on COPS More Technology Working Group Meetings - The Committee
noted that POST support of departments participating in the COPS More grant
programs is welcomed and effective. The Committee recommends that the
Commission authorize continuation of POST funds to support the workshops
regionally, where possible, and explore alternatives for federal funding to offset
these meeting costs.
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,
Per Diem Rate - In view of projected year-end available funds, the Committee
recommends the Commission approve increasing the per diem from $102 to $110
effective December 1, 1996.

MOTION - Hunt, second - Anderson, carried unanimously by ROLL CALL VOTE to
approve the recommendations of the Finance Committee.

LEGISLATION

N. Report of the Legislative Review Committee

Chairman Ortega reported that the Legislative Review Committee met on November 7,
1996 in Seaside with Commissioners Carre, Campbell, Hunt, and Ortega in attendance.

Recommendations for 1997 proposed legislation included the following:

,
The standards setting authority for chemical agent training for private security
officers be transferred from POST to the Department of Consumer Affairs.

2. Permissive authority for POST to charge for certain POST tests.

.
Support the second year funding request of the Simon Weisenthal Museum of
Tolerance for its Tools for Tolerance and Cultural Awareness law enforcement
training programs. The Committee also recommended that the trainees continue
to be restricted to POST reimbursable students but that this issue be revisited the
following year.

The Committee also supported staffs plan to bring together representatives of law
enforcement to review reserve officer status and problems associated with Senate Bill
1874.

The Committee recommended that staff be directed to prepare draft legislation to
mandate law enforcement agencies to provide a copy of POST’s victims video to victims
of violent crimes that will assist them and the criminal justice process.

The Committee acknowledged staffs intention to request a formal Attorney ~General’s
opinion on the powers, duties, and limitations of police chiefs who are not basic trained
or POST certificated.

MOTION - Campbell, second - Hall-Esser, carried unanimously to approve the
recommendations of the Legislative Review Committee.
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LONG RANGE PLANNING

O. Report of Lon~ Range Plannin~ Committee

Chairman Ortega, who also serves as Chairman of the Long Range Planning Committee,
reported the Committee met on September 17, 1996 in Irvine.

In addition to items earlier addressed on the agenda, the Committee discussed the
following:

.
Report by Sub-Committee Regarding Carrera Consulting Group
Commissioner Lowenberg, Chairman of the Sub-Committee, reported that
members reviewed the complaint received at July Commission meeting that the
Carrera Consulting finn may have lost its preferential standing with the
Department of General Services because of the performance evaluation provided
by the POST Executive Director.

Following the review, it was concluded that:

a. There was no evidence of any wrong doingby POST staff.
b. Preferential standing is based on a variety of factors.
c. A considerable number of such finns did not make the preferred list.
d. The Carrerra Consulting finn was accorded appeal rights, and their appeal was

heard by a state heating officer in accordance with Department of General
Services’ policy.

e. Their appeal was denied, along with similar appeals pursued by several other
consulting firms.

Given that full appeal rights were granted and already exercised, the Committee
recommended that the Commission be advised that the investigation has been
concluded with the finding that there was no wrong doing and recommended that
no further action, such as a letter to the Department of General Services, be
considered.

.
Search for New Executive Director
There was consensus that the Commission should seek to employ a consulting
finn that specializes in executive searches. There was further consensus that it
would be important to use care in selecting the finn and that the finn have an
individual heading the search who is familiar with law enforcement.

There was also consensus that the Chairman send a letter to all law enforcement
association presidents, members of the Commission’s Steering Committee, and
the Governor’s Office seeking their input as to desirable qualifications they would
like to be considered for the new job description.
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4. Report by Commissioner Campbell re Progress on POST Video Training for
Victims of Crimes
Commissioner Campbell reported that the video development is progressing well,
being in the scripting stages. She distributed an outline on "Thoughts and
Purpose" of the project. Committee members commented favorably on the
project and expressed support and interest in the impact the video is expected to
have.

MOTION - Lowenberg, second- TerBorch, carried unanimously approve the report of
the Long Range Planning Committee.

OLD/NEW BUSINESS

P. Appointment of Advisory Committee Members

The terms of the following Advisory Committee members expired in September. Both
have been recommended for reappointment by their respective constituent organization for
a three,year term of office beginning in September 1996:

o Charles Byrd, representing California State Sheriffs’ Association (CSSA)
o Dr. Ernest R. Leach, California Community Colleges

Also, the term of Judith Valles, who serves as a public member, expired i n September.

MOTION - Lowenberg, second - TerBorch, carried unanimously to approve the
reappointrnent of the Advisory Committee members.

Q. Impact of Basic Training Standards on Chief of Police Entering California from Out-of=
State

This matter was addressed under Item "K."

R. Executive Director Resignation

Dr. Boehm thanked the Commission for the honor and privilege of serving as Executive
Director for the past 18 years. His last effective day at POST will be January 3, 1997 after
which he will run out his accrued leave credits.

Each Commissioner expressed deep appreciation to Dr. Boehm for his years of dedication
to California law enforcement and for the many advancements made during that time.
Under his tenure, POST has become a leader, both nationally and internationally, in setting
sustainable standards, pushing the frontiers of learning and training, pioneering the use of
technology in testing and training, and preparing innovative leadership development
programs.
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S. Reoort of Executive Search Committee

Chairman Ortega reported the Committee met on September 18, 1996 in Irvine and via
telephone conference call on October 22, 1996 to discuss Executive Director qualifications
and the process to be used for the selection procedure.

At its October 16, 1996 meetingr the Long Range Planning Committee recommended
hiring a consulting firm that specializes in executive searches as it would provide a fair and
comprehensive process which would increase the chances of getting most qualified person
for this position.

At the October 22, 1996 meeting, the Executive Search Committee also recommended that
an executive search finn be employed.

Commissioner Lowenberg spoke in favor of the recommendations of the Long Range
Planning Committee and the Executive Search Committee. Due to the importance of this
position, hiring an outside firm will send a message to the field that it is a fair and impartial
process, and that the expenditure of funds for this purpose would be money well spent.

Chairman Ortega pointed out that the field is already aware that the Executive Director has
announced his retirement and that many good, qualified people are ready to submit their
applications. The announcement will be sent to the POST mailing list and resources from
CPOA/CSSA/CPCA/PORAC/CCLEA will also be used. The breadth of the strength of
members of the Executive Search Committee should be more than ample to undertake the
task. In addition, it will save money as well as expediting the process.

The Executive Search Committee members include Commissioners Hall-Esser, Hunt,
Kolender, Lowenberg, Ortega, Rutledge, and TerBorch.

After a lengthy discussion, the following actions were taken:

MOTION - Kolender, second - Htmt, carried to approve the search for an Executive
Director by the Executive Search Committee.
(NO: Anderson/Campbell/Hall-Esser/Lowenberg)

MOTION - Hall-Esser, second -Campbell, carried unanimously that before losing the
invaluable resource and institutional knowledge that Dr. Boehm possesses, he be requested,
and be given the liberty during the remaining time before his departure on January 3, 1997,
to write a treatise of his reflections, observations, and ideas that can be used as a guide for
the future. It was further proposed that the Deputy Director, Glen Fine, be appointed to
handle the administrative activities through that time.
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DATES AND LOCATIONS OF FUTURE COMMISSION MEETINGS

January 23, 1997 - Wyndham Hotel at Los Angeles Airport
(NOTE CHANGE OF HOTEL)

April 24, 1997 - Holiday Inn Capitol Plaza - Sacramento
July 17, 1997 - Hyatt Regency - Irvine
November 6, 1997 - Mission Inn - Riverside
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COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT

~genda Item Title Meeting Date

Course Certifieation/Decertification Report 1anuary 23, 1997

Bureau Reviewed By Researched By
Training Delivery &
Compliance Bureau Ronald T. Allen, Chi Rachel S. Fuentes

Executive Director Approval Date of Approval Date of Report

December 20, 1996
Purpose Fmandal Impact: [] Yes (See Analysis for details)

[] Decision Requested [] Information Only [] Status Report [] No

In the spece provided below, briefly describe ~e ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use additional sheets if required.

The following courses have been certified or decertified since the November 7, 1996 Commission
meeting:

f.

CERTIFIED

Course Reimbursement Annual
Course Title presenter ~ Plan Fiscal Imoact

1. Ofr. Safety/Field Tactics Irvine P.D. Technical III $ 10,000
Update

,
2. Skills & Knowledge Southwestern College Technical N/A -0-

Modular Training ~’

3. Reserve Training Feather River Col. Reserve Training N/A -0-

Module C

4. Instructor Development Alameda Co. S.D. Technical IV 3,700

5. Fraud - Cellular Phone Pacific Bell Mobile Technical IV 24,01J0
Services

6. Drug Influefice, Concord P.D. Technical IV 1,600
11550 H&S

7. Basic Course-Extended Riverside College Basic Course N/A -0-

8. Instructor Dev. Sacramento PSC Technical IV 6,400

9. Spanish for LE Newport Beach P.D. Technical N/A. -0-
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10.

Course Title

Firearms/Tactical
Shotgun

CERTIFIED (Continued)

Course
¯ Presenter C~

Yuba College Technical

11.

12. Background Inv.

13. Skills & Knowledge
Modular Training

14. Child Support Inv.

Training Managers Upd. Merced College

Riverside Co. S.D.

Los Altos P.D.

CA. Dist. Attomey’s
Association

Imperial Co. S.D.

ABAG Plan Corp.

Ontario P.D.

So. San Francisco
P.D.

15. Drug Trafficker
Interdiction

16. Driver Training -
Simulator

17. Firearms/Sub-Machine
Gun

18. Skills & Knowledge
Modular Training

19.

20. Intro to DNA

21. Fraud - Real Estate

Firearms Instructor Upd. Sonoma Co. S.D.

CCI

CA Dist. Attorney’s
Association

Palomar College22. Reserve Training
Module A & B

23. Career Ethics/Integrity

24. Legal Update

Riverside Co. S.D.

U.C. Davis P.D.

Reimbursement Annual
Plan Fiscal Impact

IV $ 2,736

Technical III 4,320

Technical IV 18,360

Technical IV -0-

Technical IV 10,400

Technical IV 2,000

Technical N/A -0-

Technical IV 3,240

Technical III 1,690

Technical N/A -0-

Technical N/A -0-

Technical IV 456

Technical W 6,000

Technical IV 5,940

Technical IV 2,000



.5.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

Course Title

Field Training Officer
Update

Supervisory Update

Interview & Interro-
gation Techniques

Interview & Interro-
gation - Patrol

Threat/Response
Procedures

Rifle Marksmanship &
Sniper

Court & Temporary
Holding Facility

D.R.E. Update

Tactical Communication

Cultural Diversity
Training for Trainers

Network Comm.

Dispatcher, Med. Emer.
Public Safety

Credit Card Fraud

Canine Handler/Officer
Safety

Skills & Knowledge
Modular Training

Motorcycle Training

Communications Train-
ing Officer

CERTIFIED (Continued)

Presenter

Inst. for Professional
Advancement

San Diego P.D.

Interviews and
Interrogation Institute

Interviews and
Interrogation Institute

Course Reimbursement Annual
C at e.....~e.gg.~ Plan Fiscal Impact

Technical III $ 34,560

Supv. Trng. IV 19,950

Technical III 38,400

Technical III 36,456

Napa Valley College Supv. Trng.

Golden West College Technical

San Diego Marshal’s Technical
Office

Los Angeles P.D.

Barstow P.D.

San Diego RTC

Fresno Co. S.D.

San Luis Obispo SD

N/A -0-

IV 10,299

Visa U.S.A.,Inc.

Alameda Co. S.D.

N/A -0-

Vacaville P.D. Technical IV 800

Fremont P.D.

Santa Rosa TC

Technical IV 6,000

Technical IV 32,000

Technical N/A -0-

Technical IV 4,025

Technical IV 47,500

Technical IV 944

Technical IV 8,064

Technical IV 720

Technical III 32,980



Course Title

42. Skills & Knowledge
Modular Training

43. Mgmt. Update Seminar

44. Skills & Knowledge
Modular Training

45. Drug
Intro

46. Sting

47. Gang

48. Basic

49. Basic Course-Transition

50. Basic Course-Transition

51. Prison Gangs Activities

52. DNA Typing

53. Arrest & Control Instr.

54. Defensive Tactics Instr.

55. Motorcycle Trng, Basic

56. Off-Road M/C Instr.

57. Dispatcher, Critical
Incident Mgmt.

58. Crim. Inv. Core (ICI)

59. Off-Road Vehicle Instr.

60. Firearms Instr. Update

Presenter

Davis P.D.

CERTIFIED (Continued)

Course
C ate..__~_~,~O.~

Technical

FBI, San Diego

Inglewood P.D.

Abuse Recognition Roseville P.D.

Operations CSU, Long Beach

Awareness Update E1 Camino College

Course-Transition Rio Hondo RTC

Shasta College

Santa Rosa TC

Orange Co. S.D.

CCI

Sacramento P.D.

DMV

Fresno P.D.

Calif P&R

CSU, San Jose

Los Angeles P.D.

Calif. P&R

San Jose P.D.

Mgmt. Trng.

Technical

Reimbursement Annual
Plan Fiscal Impact

IV $ -0-

IV 1,200

IV 3,600

Technical IV 36,547

Technical IV -0-

Technical IV 6,000

Technical III 8,294

Technical IV 1,920

BC-Transition N/A -0-

BC-Transition N/A -0-

BC-Transition N/A -0-

Technical IV 12,000

Technical IV 1,380

Technical IV 400

Technical IV 960p

Technical III 21,232

Technical IV -0-

Technical III 4,500

Technical IV 2 I0



~CERTIFIED (Continued)

Course

Course Title Presenter Cate_cgg_LE
Reimbursement Annual

Plan Fiscal Impact

61.-79. 28 additional IVD courses certified as of 12-20-96. To date, 132 IVD certified presenters havre
been certified and 306 IVD courses certified.

80.-81. There were two additional Proposition 115 Hearsay Evidence Testimony Course Presenters -
certified as of 12-20-96. Presentation of this course is generally done using a copy of POST
Proposition 115 Video Tape. To date, 292 presenters of Proposition 115 have been certified.

82.-89. There were seven additional Telecourses certified as of 12-20-96. To date, 379 Telecourse
presenters have been certified.

Coorse Title

NONE

DECERTIFIED

Course Reimbursement
Presenter. ~ Plan

TOTAL CERTIFIED
TOTAL PROPOSITION 115 CERTIFIED
TOTAL TELECOURSES CERTIFIED
TOTAL IVD COURSES CERTIFIED
TOTAL DECERTIFIED
TOTAL MODIFICATIONS

89
_/2
_27
28
0̧
6__29

2,073 Skills & Knowledge Modules certified as of 12-20-96
306 IVD Courses as of 12-20-96
379 Telecourses as of 12-20-96

1,950 Other Courses certified as of 12-20-96

711 certified presenters

Cerdee51.197



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT

~enda Item Tille Meeting Daw

Financial Report - Second Quarter 1996/97 January 23, 1997
Iklrem i , I~¢~1 ~

Administrative Services Bureau ’ Frederick William~ Staff

F..~ac~ve DIm,~r Aplm~ Date of App-ova mm,f ~t
January 8, 1997

FlmmclsI Iml~l: [] y~l (See Anek’~hl for cllMa~)
I’-I 

h II~e m i~ovlded bebw, Ixblly duatbe ’~e ISSUE, BAGKOROUNO, ANALYSIS, md ~NDATION. Um ~Td~nel ~uts II required.

This report provides financial information relative to the local assistance budget tl~ough December 31, 1996.
Revenue which has accrued to the Peace Officers’ Training Fund is shown as are expenditures made from the
1996-97 budget to California cities, counties and districts.

COMPARISON OF REVENUE BY MONTH - This report identifies monthly revenues which have been
transferred to the Peace Officers’ Training Fund. Through December 31, 1996, we received $18,838,256.
The total is $506,258 more than originally anticipated and is $3,580,878 (23%) more than received for the
same period last fiscal year. (See Attachment 1)

NUMBER OF REIMBURSED TRAINEES BY CATEGORY - This report compares the numberof trainees.

reimbursed this fiscal year with the number reimbursed last year. The 21,257 trainees reimbursed through
the second quarter represents an increase of 534 (3%) compared to the 20,723 ffainees reimbursed during the
similar period last fiscal year. (See Attachment 2)

REIMBURSEMENT BY COURSE CATEGORY - These reports compare the reimbursement paid by course
category this year with the amount reimbursed last fiscal year. Reimbursements for courses through the ..

second quarter of $6,570,632 represents a $25,403 (.4%) decrease compared to last fiscal year. !See
Attachments 3A and 3B.)

SUMMARY - Revenue received for the first six months of this fiscal year is slightly more than anticipated.
This will provide a small cushion should revenues fall short of estimates for any month during the year. As a
reminder, projected revenue was increased by approximately $6.1 million for FY 96-97. This was effected
by Section 24.10, Budget Act of 1996, which transfers 19.28% of the Driver Training Penalty Assessment
Fund to the POTF. This is one-time funding that makes up past year and current year revenue shortfalls and
provides funding for the "Tools for Tolerance" training program.. Annual revenue and expenditure
projections will be provided to the Finance Committee at its January 22, 1997 meeting.

)
POST 1-187 (Rev. 8/95)
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COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT

~genda item "l’~tle Meeting Date ,

NEW AGENCY - De1 Norte County District Attorney January 23, 1997

Bureau Researched By
Training Delivery &

Reviewed By

Compliance Bureau Ronald T. Allen, Chief Bob Spurlock

Executive Director Approval Date of Approval Date of Report

November 19, 1996
Purpose

Financial Impact:. [] Yes (See Analysis for details)

[] No
In Ihe space provided below, briefly descn’be ~ ISSUE. BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use add’~onal sheets if required.

ISSUES

The Del Norte County District Attorney’s Office is seeking entry into the POST Regular
(Reimbursable) Program on behalf of its investigators.

BACKGROUND

The provisions of Section 830.1 of the Penal Code permit a District Attorney’s Office to employ
sworn investigators. The Del Norte County Board of Supervisors has submitted the proper
documents supporting POST objectives and regulations.

ANALYSIS

The District Attorney’s Office has two full-time sworn investigators. Adequate background
investigations have been conducted and the agency is complying with POST Regulations.

RECOMMENDATION

The Commission be advised that the Del Norte County District Attorney’s Office be admitted into
the POST Regular (Reimbursable) Program consistent with Commission Policy.

I
POST 1-187 (Rev. eJgs)



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT

~Agenda Item Title Meeting Date ̄
NEW AGENCY - Cuesta College Department of Public Safety January 23, 1997

Bureau Resomeaoa By
Training Delivery
and Compliance Bureau Ronald TI All Bob. Spurlock

Executive Director Approval Date of Approval DatD of Report

November 19, 1996

Purpose Finandal Impact: [] Yes (See Analysis for details)

¯Re
In 1he space prodded below, briefly describe the ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use EKIditiorml sheets If required.

The Cuesta College Department of Public Safety is seeking entry into the POST Regular
(Reimbursable) Program on behalf of its peace officers.

BACKGROUND

The department’s officers are appointed pursuant to Section 830.32(b) of tlie Penal Code. Suitable
background and other provisions of the Government Code regarding selection standards have been
met.

ANALYSIS

The police department currently employs three officers.

Fiscal impact for reimbursement of training will cost approximately $2,000 per year.

RECOMMENDATION

The Commission be advised that the Cuesta College Department of Public Safety has been admitted
into the POST Regular (Reimbursable) Program consistent with Commission Policy.

)

POST 1-187 (Rev. 8/95)



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT
Agenda Item Title

NEW AGENCY - Mira Costa College District Police Department
Meeting Date

January 23, 1997

Bureau Reviewed By Researched By
Training Delivery /~l~,.,,..rol~ ,h~ ;b,-<.
and Compliance Bureau Ronald T. Allen, Chief ~bob Spurlock

Executive Director Approval Date of Approval Date of Report

December 16, 1996
Purpose

Finandal Impact: [] Yes (See Analysis for details)
[] o ,fo. [] I.fo. etio. []Stete, Repo. [] No
In Ihe space provided below, briefly describe ~e ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use additional sheets if required.

The Mira Costa College District Police Department is seeking entry into the POST Regular
(Reimbursable) Program on behalf of its peace officers.

BACKGROUND

The department’s officers are appointed pursuant to Section 830.32(b) of the Penal Code. Suitable
background and other provisions of the Government Code regarding selection standards have been
met.

ANALYSIS

The police department currently employs seven officers.

Fiscal impact for reimbursement of training will cost approximately $3,500 per year.

RECOMMENDATION

The Commission be advised that the Mira Costa College District Police Department has been
admitted into the POST Regular (Reimbursable) Program consistent with Commission Policy.

l
POST 1-187 {Roy. 8/95)



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT
Agenda Item "ride Meeting Date

NEW AGENCY - City of Fresno Airport Department of Public Safety January 23, 1997

Bureau Reviewed By I~atd~d By ~ 0
Training D~livery and Compliance Bureal Ronald T. Allen, Chic[ . Bob Spurlock |v~

Execua~ Director Approval Date of Approval Da~ of Report

December 19, 1996

Purpose Finandal Impact: [] Yes (See Analysis for deta,s)

[] .o
In the space provided below, briefly describe the ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use additional sheets if requlred.

ISSUE

The City of Fresno Airport Department of Public Safety is seeking entry into the POST Specialized
(non-Reimbursable) Program on behalf of its officers.

BACKGROUND

The agency appoints sworn officers under the authority of Penal Code Section 830.33(d) and has
submitted the proper documentation supporting POST objectives and regulations.

ANALYSIS

The City of Fresno Airport Department of Public Safety has six full-lime officers and there is no fiscal
impact.

RECOMMENDATION

The Commission be advised that the City of Fresno Airport Department of Public Safety has been
admitted into the POST Specialized (non-Reimbursable) Program consistent with Commission Policy.

)

POST 1-187 (Rev. 8/95)



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT

~ganda Item Title Meeting Date
Southern Pacific Railroad Police Department January 23 1997
Withdrawal frnm Pl~.qT Sneciali;text (nnn-Reimh.r~.,~hle’~ Program

Bureau Reviewed By " - Researched By

Training Delivery & Compliance Bureau Ronald T. Allen ,d f Bob Spurlock

ExeculJse Director Approval Date of Approval Date of Report

November 19, 1996
Purpose

Finandal Impact: [] Yes (See Analysis for denis)

[] .o
In the space provided below, briefly describe the ISSUE, BACKGROUND. ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use additional sheets if required.

The Southern Pacific Railroad Police Department has requested to withdraw from the POST
Specialized (non-Reimbursable) Program.

BACKGROUND

On October 4, 1996, the Commission was advised that the Southern Pacific Railroad Police
Department has merged with the Union Pacific Railroad Police Department effective September 15,
1996. This was a corporate merger that impacted officers from several states. Therefore, the Southern
Pacific Railroad Police Department has been removed from the POST Specialized (non-Reimbursable)
Program.

ANALYSIS

The police department had 126 sworn officers. There will be no impact on the POST budget.

RECOMMENDATION

The Commission be advised that the Southern Pacific Railroad Police Department has been removed
from the POST Specialized (non-Reimbursable) Program.

)

POST 1-187 (Rev. 8/95)



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT
Agenda Item Title Meeting Date

, Public Safety Dispatcher Program November 7, 1996

Bursau Researched By

Training Delivery & Compliance Bureau! Ronald T. Ailen, Chief Bob Spurlock

Execudve Director Approval Date of Approval Dats of Report

¯ July 26~ 1996
Purpose

FinandaJ Impact: [] Yes (See Analysis for details)

[] No
In ~e space provided below, briefly describe the ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use addilional sheets if required.

ISSUE

Acceptance of agency into the Public Safety Dispatcher Program.

BACKGROUND

The agency shown on the attached list has requested participation in the POST Reimbursable Public
Safety Dispatcher Program pursuant to Penal Code Sections 13510(c) and 13525. The agency has
expressed willingness to abide by POST Regulations and has passed a resolution as required by
Penal Code Section 13522.

)
ANALYSIS

The agency presently employs full-time dispatchers and has established minimum selection and
training standards which equal or exceed the standards adopted for the program.

RECOMMENDATION

The Commission be advised that the subject agency has been accepted into the POST Reimbursable
Public Safety Dispatcher Program consistent with Commission policy..

)
i.

POST i-187 (Rev. 8/95)



NEW AGENCIES IN THE PUBLIC SAFETY DISPATCHER PROGRAM

NOVEMBER - JANUARY 1997

blame Ord/Res/Letter

Fontana Unified School District Police Department Resolution

Ent~ Date

12-19-96

There are currently 344 agencies participating in the program.

12-19-96



COMMISSION ON PE~CE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT
Agenda Item Title Meeting Date

Annual Review of Command College
Tuition I: January 23, 1997

Bureau qeviowed By Researched By
Center for Leadership

Development Beverley Short
Executive Director Approval Date of Ap~ov~ Date of Report

December 16, 1996
Purpose:

Financial Impact: [] Yes (See Analysis lot details)
[] Decision Requested [] Infol’matiorl Only [] Status Report I I No

In 6ae space provided below, briefly describe file ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION, Use a~litional sheets if required.

ISSUE

This item is before the Commission for its annual review of the Command College tuition.

BACKGROUND

At its January 1987 meeting, the Commission designated a tuition be charged all eligible, non-
reimbursable agencies desiring to send participants to the Command College. The
Commission also directed staff to monitor the direct costs and to submit a report annually
with recommendations for the tuition rate for the coming year.

The current tuition approved by the Commission for participants beginning the Command
College/Executive Leadership Institute (CC/ELI) is $2,762.

The non-reimbursable agencies that have participated in the CC/ELI and were charged a
tuition are the California Highway Patrol, the Department of Justice, Los Angeles Housing
Police, Department of Motor Vehicles, Office of the Attorney General, and Department of
Fish and Game.

ANALYSIS

The first class, Class 24, of the redesigned CC/ELI began their 1 l-month program in August
1996. At this time, three of the six sessions have been completed, with the last session
scheduled for August 1997. Class 25 will start their first session January 13, 1997. The
existing tuition of $2,762 was approved by the Commission in April 1996 for Classes 24 and
25 based on anticipated direct costs per participant. The actual costs of an entire program
will not be known until after August 1997. Therefore, the existing tuition of $2,762 should
remain in effect for Classes 26 and 27, scheduled to begin August 1997, and January 1998,
respectively.

RECOMMENDATION

Approve the CC/ELI tuition of $2,762 be extended without change for Classes 26 and 27.

POST 1-187 (Rev. 8/88)



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT
Agenda Item Title Meeting Date

’~ Supervisory Leadership Institute Tuition January 23, 1997
Bureau Researchl~:l By

Center for Leadership
Development Tom Hood

Executive~t~ctor Approval ,,~ - Date of Approval Date of Report

,-,,z - .a.¢ December 24, 1996
Purpose:

Financial Impact: [] Yes (See Analysis for details)
[] Decision Requested [] Information Only [] Status Report I~.1NO

in ~e space provided below, briefly describe the ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use additional sheets if required.

ISSUE

This item is before the Commission for its annual review of the Supervisory Leadership
Institute tuition.

BACKGROUND

At the January 1991 meeting, the Commission designated a tuition be charged all eligible
non-reimbursable agencies desiring to send participants to the Supervisory Leadership
Institute. Staff was instructed to annually review tuition and to report to the Commission
each January with the recommended tuition for classes beginning the coming year. The
current tuition approved by the Commission is $1,636.

The non-reimbursable agency currently in the Supervisory Leadership Institute and being
charged a tuition is the California Highway Patrol.

ANALYSIS

The recommended tuition based on anticipated direct Supervisory Leadership Institute cost per
participant in 1997 remains at $1,636. The cost breakdown is as follows:

Instruction $ 980.
Supplies 95.
Instructor Travel/Per Diem 391.
Facility Rental/Misc. 170.

$1,636.

RECOMMENDATION

Approve a tuition of $1,636 for non-reimbursable agencies, to cover the direct costs for
participation in the Supervisory Leadership Institute for classes beginning July 1997 through
June 1998.

POST 1-187 (Rev. 8i88)



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT

Jj~nda Item Title Meeting Date

ublic Hearing to Consider Changes to Minimum Selection Standards January 23, 1997

Bureau Reviewed By 4 _ Researched By

Standards and Evaluation Services John Berne~ ~~ Luella Luke
Date of Report

/-~ :z~ -p(.. December 18, 1996
Purpose Financial Impact:. [] Yes (See Analysis for details)

[] Decision Requested [] Information Only [] Status Report [] No

In the space provided below, briefly describe the I~UE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use additional sheets if required.

ISSUE:

Should the Commission approve, subject to the public hearing process, modifications to Commission
Regulations 1001, 1002, and 1007(a) and Commission Procedures C-1 and C-2 regarding minimum selection
standards for peace officers?

BACKGROUND:

At its November 7, 1996 meeting, the Commission reviewed proposed changes to Commission Regulations

~001, 1002, and 1007(a) and Commission Procedures C-1 and C-2.

Commission Regulation 1001 defines the terms used throughout the Commission’s Regulations. Commission
Regulation 1002 specifies the minimum employment standards for regular peace officers in the POST program,
and Commission Regulation 1007 likewise specifies the minimum selection requirements for reserve peace
officers. Commission Procedure C-l, entitled "Personal History Investigation," implements the requirements
established in Regulations 1002(a) and 1007(a)(5). Similarly, Commission Procedure C-2, "Physical 
Psychological Suitability Examinations," implements Sections 1002(a)(7) and 1007(a)(7) of the Regulations..

Upon completion of its review of the proposed modifications to these regulations and procedures, tlae
Commission scheduled a public hearing for January 23, 1997 to receive testimony on the proposed changes.
With respect to the proposed changes concerning the minimum high school graduation requirement, the
Commission directed staffto research the feasibility of accepting: (1) graduation from schools outside the
country that are administered by the U.S. and are attended by the dependents of U.S. military personnel, and
(2) diplomas from other countries that are recognized by California colleges and universities for purposes 
meeting college admission requirements.

ANAI~YSIS:

The proposed modifications to the regulations and procedures fall into three broad categories: (1) language
and/or formatting changes that are intended to clarify the nature and intent of the requirements, or to correct
information which has become inaccurate, (2) changes to the requirements necessitated by new legal

¯ " hIkequirements, and (3) changes to t e requirements that are recommended to improve and enhance the current
i~ninimum employment standards.

~OST 1-187 (Rev. 8/95)



The proposed substantive changes are as follows:

Language would be added to the regulations pertaining to minimum education
requirements for regular and reserve officers which specifies that high school graduation
must be from a U.S. high school. Since 1989, the Commission has interpreted its own
regulations, and the underlying provisions of Government Code Section 103 l(e), 
require graduation from a U.S. high school. A recent review by POST legal counsel
confirms that this interpretation is reasonable. The suggested language changes would
make the requirement explicit.

O Language would be added to the same regulations which specifies that the high school
graduation requirement may be satisfied by achieving a passing score on the California
High School Proficiency Examination (CHSPE). Per Education Code section 48412,
passing the test is the legal equivalent of attaining a high school diploma.

0 Current language in the regulations for regular officers, which specifies the minimum
scores that must be achieved on General Education Development Test (GED) in order 
satisfy the minimum education requirement, would be added to the regulations for
reserve officers.

O Commission Procedure C-l, subparagraph 1-5(1), which requires the background
investigator to collect medical information, would be deleted. This change is necessary
to comply with the provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1991 (ADA),
which prohibit-the collection of medical information prior to a conditional job offer.

O Commission Procedure C-I, subparagraph 1-5(g) would be changed to require that the
background investigator contact all previous employers of the candidate during the last
ten years. Currently there is no time limit and all previous employers must be contacted.
The proposed change is consistent with what is recommended in the POSTPeace Officer
Background Investigation Manual and what the candidate is required to document in the
POST Personal History Statement.

0 A provision would be added to Commission Procedure C-2 which requires that the results
of the psychological examination be reported in writing to the hiring authority.

O Another provision would be added that requires the hiring authority to retain written
verification that employed persons have been examined and found to be medically and
psychologically suitable in accordance with the Commission’s requirements. This
requirement is necessary to verify compliance, as POST personnel are prohibited from
accessing the actual medical records of such individuals per the ADA.

O" The current vision standards, as enumerated in Commission Procedure C-2, would be
expanded to require that candidates be screened for both corrected and uncorrected visual
acuity, and visual field. Recommended evaluation criteria for these factors are included
in existing POST guidelines.



O The current psychological screening requirements, as stated in Commission Procedure
C-2, would be expanded to require a clinical interview for all candidates. At present
only candidates for whom the psychological test results are inconclusive or suggest
disqualification must be interviewed. In 1985, when the current requirements were
enacted, the Commission opted not to require that all candidates be interviewed due to
concerns that such an action would place an undue burden on some agencies - both from
the standpoint of cost and the limited availability of psychologists in certain remote areas
of the state. The Commission has always recommended that a clinical interview be
conducted for all candidates, and the concerns that existed in 1985 have largely
dissipated, as evidenced by the fact that it is now common practice for agencies in the
POST program to require a clinical interview for all candidates. Expansion of the
requirement is also consistent with the recommendations of both the International
Associations of Chiefs of Police and the Division 18 of the American Psychological
Association (Psychologists in Police Service).

All other proposed changes are less substantive, and consist largely of modifications to language
or format that are intended to update and further clarify the nature and intent of the requirements.

Staff research with respect to the Commission’s concerns regarding persons who have graduated
from schools outside the U.S. revealed that high schools in the U.S. Department of Defense
Dependent School System (military schools), including those located outside of the U.S., are
fully accredited by the North Central Association of Colleges and Schools. Thus, such high
schools fall under the proposed revised definition of a "high school" as enumerated in
Commission Regulation 1001(o), which includes any "U.S. school accredited as a high school
by a recognized regional accrediting body." Proposed additional language to Regulation
1001(o), which would make this point explicit, reads as follows: "Inclusive of this definition are
schools for the dependents ofU. S. military personnel which comprise the Department of Defense
Dependent School System."

Staff inquiries concerning the practices of California colleges and universities for evaluating the
equivalency of education received in another country revealed that there are no definitive and
universally recognized standards for conducting such evaluations, and that the evaluations can be
quite subjective, complex and costly to carry out. Given these circumstances, and given the
ready availability of the General Education Development Test (GED) as an alternative means 
satisfying the high school graduation requirement, language has not been incorporated in the
proposed regulation changes that would permit acceptance of education in another country that
is "equivalent" to high school graduation.

All proposed changes to the actual language of the regulations and procedures (i.e., both
substantive changes and less substantive language/format changes ) are provided in Attachment
A, along with a Statement of Reasons explaining the rationale for each change.



RECOMMENDATION:

Subject to the results of the public hearing, it is recommended that the Commission amend
Commission Regulations 1001, 1002, and 1007(a) and Commission Procedures C- 1 and C-2 
proposed with an effective date of April 1, 1997, contingent upon approval by the Office of
Administrative Law.

4



Attachment A

COMMISSION REGULATIONS

1001. Definitions ....

(o) "High School" is a US. school accredited as a high school by the department of education of
the state in which the high school is located, or a US. school accredited as a high school by the
recognized regional accrediting body, or a US. school accredited as a high school by the state
university of the state in which the high school is located. Inclusive in this definition are
schools for the dependents of U.S. milita~ personnel which comprise the Department of
Defense Dependent School System.



COMMISSION REGULATIONS

1002.

(a)

Minimum Standards for Employment.

Every peace officer employed by a department shall be selected in conformance with the
following requirements:

(1) Felony Conviction. Government Code section 1029: Limits employment of
convicted felons.

(2) Fingerprint and Record Check. Government Code sections 1030 and 1031 (c):
Requires fingerprinting and search of local, state, and national files to reveal any
criminal records.

(3) Citizenship. Government Code sections 1031(a) and 1031.5: Specifies
citizenship requirements for peace officers. Government Code section 24103
specifies citizenship requirements for deputy sheriffs and deputy marshals.

(4) Age. Government Code section 1031 Co): Requires minimum age of 18 years for
peace officer employment.

(5) Moral Character. Government Code section 1031 (d): Requires good moral
character as determined by a thorough background investigation.

The background investigation shall be conducted as prescribed in the POST
Administrative Manual, Section C-1. The background investigation shall be
completed on or prior to the appointment date.

(6) Education. Government Code section 1031(e): Requires high school graduation,
passage of the General Education Development Test (GED) or attainment of 
two-year or four-year degree from an accredited college or university.

When the GED is used, a minimum overall score of not less than 45, and a
standard score of not less than 35 on any section of the test, as established by the
American Council on Education, shall be attained.

Per Education Code Section 48412, passage of the Califomia High School
Proficiency Examination is the legal equivalent of attainment of a California high
school diploma.

(7) tahysi~ Medical and Psychological Suitability Examinations. Government Code
section 103 l(f): Requires an examination of physical, emotional, and mental
conditions.



(b)

The examinations shall be conducted as prescribed in the POST Administrative
Manual, section C-2.

(8) Interview. Be personally interviewed prior to employment by the department
head or a representative(s) to determine the person’s suitability for potlee la_.~w
enforcement service, which includes, but is not limited to, the person’s

"ee ...... , v .......... ~ ......... J ...... e ......... , .... ~ ..... , ,,,,~ ability to
communicate. This regulation may be satisfied by an employee of the department
participating as a member of the person’s oral interview panel.

(9) Reading and Writing Ability. Be able to read and write at the levels necessary to
perform the job of a peace officer as determined by the use of the POST Entry-
Level Law Enforcement Test Battery or other job-related tests of reading and
writing ability.

All requirements of section 1002 of the Regulations shall apply to each lateral entrant,
regardless of the rank to which the person is appointed, unless waived by the
Commission.



COMMISSION REGULATIONS

1007.

(5

Reserve Officer Minimum Standards.

Every reserve peace officer shall be selected in conformance with the following
requirements:

Felony Conviction. Government Code section 1029: Limits employment
of convicted felons.

(2) Fingerprint and Record Check. Government Code sections 1030 and
103 l(e): Require fingerprinting and search of local, state and national
files to reveal any criminal records.

(3) Citizenship. Government Code sections 1031 (a) and 1031.5: Specify
citizenship requirements for peace officers.

(4) Age. Government Code section 1031 (b): Specifies minimum age of 
years for peace officer employment.

(5) Moral Character. Government Code section 1031(d): Requires good moral
character, as determined by a thorough background investigation. For Level III,
Level II and Level I reserve officers, the background investigation shall be
conducted as prescribed in PAM Procedure C-1.

(6) Education. Government Code section 1031(e): Requires high school graduation,
passage of the General Education Development Test (GED) or attainment of 
two-year or four-year degree from an accredited college or university.

When the GED is used. a minimum overall score of not less than 45. and a
standard score of not less than 35 on any section of the test, as established by the
American Council on Education. shall be attained.

Per Education Code Section 48412. passage of the California High School
Proficiency Examination is the legal equivalent of attainment of a California high
school diploma.

(7) Phy~ ~ and Psychological Suitability Examinations. Government Code
section 1031 (f): Requires an examination of physical, emotional and mental
conditions. For Level II and Level I reserve officers, Psychological Suitability
Examinations shall be conducted as prescribed in PAM section C-2.

(8) Interview. Commission requirement: Each peace officer shall be interviewed
personally by the department head or his/her representative prior to appointment.



COMMISSION PROCEDURE C-1

PERSONAL HISTORY INVESTIGATION

Purpose

1-1. Personal History Investigation: This Commission Procedure implements the personal
history investigation requirements established in Section 1002(a) of the Commission
Regulations. The purpose of the personal history investigation is to find cxamplc~ ofpc, sitlvc or
.... a.:..-- L--L--..: " a.1- .... J." J^~_t- I:Z’-- .’--J:^-~..* .... J?--l. .... ~.~--:-~.: ..... t.:^t- ...... 1.3 ___^L--I-I.. ~’ .....
l]%~(J.t.Jk ¥,~ U~3LL~J.y JLor In ¢1J.~, ~.~f.~LL~.J.J.~*.~¢~.~ o JL]JL~,a Jk~kJ,~.~;,~G/,I,Ay,~ ~JL ~,I(AJL(,&~,U%.4XJ.~*LII~.,~ yyJdkL%~Xl, yVUE.~,&.~ IJIUUi,&UIff &{,LV 

........... 1-- - " "- ~---- ’- .... : ...........
’~" ..... c,~ccr verify the absence of past,.,, ~, ............ andld . o.,.,.,~oo.., ~,,,,,~,,

behavior indicative of unsuitability to perform the duties of a peace officer.

,-,, e ......... : .............. The POST "Peace Officer Bac round In-.’cs c,r~
Investigation Manual." or its equivalent should be followed in conducting an investigation.

Procedure

1-2. Personal History Investigation: This procedure shall be followed in the pre-employment
investigation of each proposed peace officer employee and shall be completed on or prior to the
appointment date.

1-3. Completion of Personal History Statement: The department head shall require the
candidate to complete the POST Personal History Statement, Form 2-251, or its equivalent prior
to conducting the background investigation.

1-4. Written Evaluation Required: The results of the investigation must be reduced to writing
and made available to the department head for the purpose of evaluation to determine whether
the candidate is suitable. The results shall be retained by the jurisdiction as a source of
authenticated information on personnel for present and successive administrators.

1-5. Sources of Investigation: The investigation shall include an inquiry into the following
sources of information for the purpose indicated:

(a) The State Department of Motor Vehicles, Division of Drivers’ Licenses--to
determine the candidate’s driving record.

(b) High school and all higher education institutions that the candidate attended--to
determine the .......................... school record, character and career
potential of the applicant.

(c) ~ .... ’- ......... e--:--’ .... :-’: ................. ~- Ant~ronriate official documents--
to verify birth and age records. In the case of foreign born, appropriate federal or



local records.

(d) All police files in jurisdictions where the candidate has frequently visited, lived or
worked--to determine if any criminal record exists.

(e)

(0

Criminal records of the California Bureau of Investigation and Identification. A
copy of the return shall be retained in the candidate’s personnel record.

The Federal Bureau of Investigation records. A copy of the return shall be
retained in the candidate’s personnel records.

(g) A-l-1--pPrevious employers within the past 10 vears--to determine the quality of the
candidate’s work record.

(h) Within practical limits, references supplied by the candidate, and other references
supplied by them, if any--to determine whether or not the candidate has exhibited
behavior which would or would not be compatible with the position sought.

(i) The candidate’s present neighborhood and where practicable, neighborhoods
where the candidate may have previously resided--to determine whether or not
the candidate has exhibited behavior which would or would not be compatible
with the position sought.

The candidate’s credit records--to determine his/her credit standing with banks,
department stores and other commercial establishments that would tend to give a
clear indication of the candidate’s reliability and integrity.

(k) When appropriate, military records;~, in the service of the
United States, jurisdictions therein, or foreign government--to determine the
quality of the candidate’s service.

(1)

1-6. Relationship to Medical and Ps cholo ical Examinations: In --’~’,,,,,~,~, .......... ,~,-~.~-- "’--~-~

Pursuant to the provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1991. the hiring department
may not make medical inquiries of a candidate prior to extending a conditional offer of
employment. For a_iob offer to be considered bona fide. all non-medical information should be
gathered at the pre-offer stage, unless doinn so is practically or legally unreasonable. Subsequent
to a conditional job offer and provided that the confidentiali _ty provisions of the law are observed.



the background investigator, examining physician, and examining psychologist should work
cooperatively to ensure that each has complete information upon which to make their respective
assessment of the candidate.



COMMISSION PROCEDURE C-2

~*Tx,~T,’~, ~ MEDICAL AND PSYCHOLOGICAL
Jt JtJt i ~&’t-,z’~Jt~ .

SUITABILITY EXAMINATIONS

Purpose

2-1. tahysleat Medical and Psychological Suitability Examinations: This Commission
procedure implements the physie~d medical and psychological suitability examinations
requirements established in Government Code Section 1031 (f) and Sections 1002(a)(7) and
00J~Q.7_(A).~ of the Regulations. The purpose of the physi~ medical examination is to select
personnel who are ~ free from any physiea~ medical condition which would
probably be expected to adversely affect their performance ~ 9__f peace officer ~. The
purpose of the psychological suitability examination is to select personnel who are free from any
mental or emotional condition which migh~ would be expected to adversely affect their

rformanc as ape offi -vu ...... ~.1.^ n,-,o~. ,,4,_a:^^1 o ..... :__, ̄  ..... f ~__ ,-,_,..~__:~

/,.~’~ Al./atald.~*JJt~,.c~iJt~t~J.JEL~ At JM’*,J ~ ~*JJ JLI.~* ~*~%Jl.,lJ, V£JAL~JL&I.~ ltll ~t,,JJkJk~*.l.~,~*l.&~J.~ IALI~* ~*J/J*~OJL’~’U..I.J. ’J*d ¥~,J.~t,~C,d*~ltJll &o

di erct:c, nal3" "~ ....... ~.~__ .ng~,clqi-T~^..^t^l~l__l o ..... ..__ l~,Ar ..... 1 r~ .... 1.._- l¢%o.,ftl __ .’~-.

Procedure

2-2. Sequencing of the P-h3,sie~ Medical and Psychological Suitability Examinations: The
physie~ medical and psychological suitability examinations shall be conducted a~ .... :~’-~ :-
,_, ............................ ~./wxthm 1 year before hire. The Americans with Disabilities
Act of 1991 prohibits the~ollection of medical~ information prior to a conditional offer of
employment.

2-3. Verification of Medical and Psychological Suitabili(y: The hiring anthority shall retain
written verification that persons employed have been examined and found medically and
psychologically snitahle to perform peace officer duties in accordanc~_w~t_h t~provisions of this

]~[edical Examination Requirements

2-4. Medical SuitabilitYExamination Requirement: As specified in Government Code
Section 103 l(f). the medical examination shall be conducted by a lieensed physician and
surgeon. The use of the POST "Medical Screening Manual for California Law Enforcement,
1996?’ in conducting the medical evaluation is discretionary.

~The Americans with Disabilities Act definition ofmedica! inouiries covers areas related

to both medical and psychological disability.



¯ -4 2-__fi6. Vision and Hearing: The hiring authority shall establish minimum standards fi~r

to ensure that candidates are free from any vision or hearing conditions
that would be expected to adversely affect their performance of peace officer duties. The POST
vision and hearing guidelines provide recommended evaluation criteria for use in this regard.
While the use of these guidelines is discretionary, the hirin~ authority_ shall, at a minimum,
establish criteria for screening far visual acuity (corrected and uncorrected), color vision, visual
.field, and hearin~ sensitivity.

2-7. Physician’s Findings-and-Reeo~: The physician shall report the examination

by completing the POST Medical Examination Report. Form 2-253, or its
equivalent, to be used by the appointing authorit3, in its hiring decision.

Psychological Examination Requirements

-2-6 2-__8. Psychological Suitability: Peace officer applicants shall be judged to be free from job-
relevant psychopathology, including personality disorders, -- a: .......... s ...... by a qualified
professional, as described in Government Code Section 103 l(f) (i.e.. by a licensed physician and
surgeon or by a licensed psychologist who has a doctoral degree in psychology and at lea~t five
years of postgraduate experience in the diagnosis and treatment of emotional and mental
~. References in making this determination are identified in the "POST Psychological
Screening Manual, December 1984," the use of which is discretionary.



2-9. Psychological Suitability Examination Requirements:

A minimum of two psychological tests shall be used. One must be normed in
such a manner as to identify_ patterns of abnormal behavior: the other must be
oriented toward assessing relevant dimensions of normal behavior,

A clinical interview shall be conducted. The psychological test results shall be

reviewed in advance by the individual who conducts the clinical intel’view.

Interpretation of the psychological test score information and conduct of the
clinical interview shall be performed by a qualified professional as defined in sub-
para~aph 2-8.2

2-10. Findings of the Psychological Suitabili _ty Examination: Findings of the psychological
suitability examination shall be reported in writing to the appointing authority for use ill its
hiring deeisioll,

-2t-9 2-11. Updated tahysient Medical and Psychological Suitability Examinations: When
more than one year has passed since initial examinations, physiea~ rnedic~ and psychological
suitability examination updates, as opposed to complete new examinations, may be conducted
for individuals who:

(a) Upgrade within the same agency to reserve peace officer or regularly employed
peace officer status;

Co) Were examined initially in accordance with all of the provisions of sub-
paragraphs 2-1 through 2-8 10 of Commission Procedure C-2, and the results of
such examinations are available for review; and

(c) Have worked continuously for the agency since the time of initial appointment.

Each examination update shall be conducted by a qualified professional as defined in
Government Code 103 l(f), and shall include, at a minimum:

(a) A review of previous examination findings;

(b) A review and evaluation of the individual’s work history and job-relevant life
history while with the agency for indicators of potential changes in physiea~
~or psychological status and the conduct of more extensive examination
and assessment when warranted by the findings of such review; and

2Since determination of psychological suitability must be made in part on the basis of
psycholonical test score information, as specified in this procedure, the testing is usually
conducted by a licensed psycholonist.



(c) Verification in writing by the qualified professional as to the individual’s physi~
medical or psychological suitability for appointment as a peace officer, a copy of
which shall be retained by the agency.



Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training

PUBLIC HEARING: MINIMUM SELECTION STANDARDS

STATEMENT OF REASONS

The Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training (POST) will hold a public hearing 
January 23, 1997, for the purpose of receiving comments on proposed changes to Commission
Regulations 1001, 1002, and 1007(a), and Commission Procedures C-1 and C-2.

Commission Regulation 1001 defines the terms used throughout the Commission’s Regulations.
Commission Regulation 1002 specifies the minimum employment standards for regular peace
officers in the POST program, and Commission Regulation 1007 likewise specifies the minimum
selection requirements for reserve peace officers. Commission Procedure C-l, entitled "Personal
History Investigation," implements the requirements established in Regulations 1002(a) and
1007(a)(5). Similarly, Commission Procedure C-2, "Physical and Psychological Suitability
Examinations," implements Sections 1002(a)(7) of the Regulations.

The Commission now proposes to modify these regulations and procedures to clarify the nature
and intent of the requirements, comply with legal requirements, and enhance current minimum
employment standards.

Proposed revisions:

Regulation 1001

It is proposed that the definition of "high school" be changed to refer specifically to a U.S. high
school. This change in definition is germane to Commission Regulations 1002(a)(6) 
1007(a)(6), which specify the minimum education requirements for regular and reserve officers,
and which in turn, are based on the "high school" graduation requirement for all peace officers
that is embodied in Government Code Section 103 l(e). Since 1989, the Commission has
interpreted the Government Code and its own regulations to require graduation from a U.S. high
school. A recent review by POST legal counsel confirms that this interpretation is reasonable.
This change in the Commission’s definition of "high school" would serve to clarify the intent of
the Commission’s Regulations.

This regulation, which refers to citizenship requirements for regular officers, would be amended
by the addition of a reference to Government Code Section 24103, which requires that deputy
sheriffs and deputy marshals be U.S. citizens.



It is proposed that language be added to this regulation which acknowledges that passage of the
California High School Proficiency Examination is the legal equivalent of attaining a California
high school diploma, as stated in Education Code Section 48412, and thus is an acceptable means
of satisfying the high school graduation requirement.

It is proposed that the term "physical" be replaced by the more appropriate term "medical" when
referring to medical examination requirements. "Physical" could be misconstrued as including
physical fitness/agility requirements. The term "medical" is more consistent with the intent of
the regulation, which is to ensure that candidates are free of any disease or condition that would
adversely affect their performance, as well as being consistent with the title of the POST Medical
Screening Manual for California Law Enforcement.

Regulation 1002(a)(8), which specifies what must minimally be evaluated during the required
pre-employment interview that is conducted by the department head or his/her representative,
would be modified by deleting the outdated references to appearance, personality, maturity,
temperament, and background, which are more appropriately addressed in other required phases
of the selection process (i.e., background investigation and psychological suitability
examination).

Regulation 1007(a’~(6)

The same references to the California High School Proficiency Examination proposed above for
regular officers would be added to Regulation 1007(a)(6), which refers to the minimum
education requirements for reserve officers. Additionally, it is proposed that language be added
which parallels current language in the Regulations for regular officers with regard to minimally
acceptable scores on the General Education Development Test (GEl)).

Regulation 1007(a)(7)

It is proposed that the term "physical" be replaced by the more appropriate term "medical" when
referring to medical examination requirements. "Physical" could be misconstrued as including
physical fitness/agility requirements. The term "medical" is more consistent with the intent of
the regulation, which is to ensure that candidates are free of any disease or condition that would
adversely affect their performance, as well as being consistent with the title of the POST Medical
Screening Manual for California Law Enforcement.

Commission Procedure C-1. I-1

Procedure C-l, Sub-paragraph 1-1 would be modified to more accurately describe the purpose of



the personal history investigation as being to "verify the absence of past behavior indicative of
unsuitability to perform the duties of a peace officer." Correcting the title of the POST "Peace
Officer Background Investigation Manual" is also proposed.

Commission Procedure C-1.1-5(b)

Procedure C-l, Sub-paragraph 1-5(b) would be modified by replacing "educational
achievements" with the broader term "school record" in describing what is to be determined by
contacting the high school and high education institutions attended by the candidate.

Commission Procedure C- I, 1-5(c)

Procedure c-1, Sub-paragraph 1-5(c) would be modified by replacing "State bureau of vital
statistics or county records" by the broader term "appropriate official documents" in describing
what may be used to verify the candidate’s age and place of birth. In practice, this sub-paragraph
has been overly restrictive, especially in cases when, for example, records have been destroyed.
Many other official documents, too varied to enumerate, can legitimately serve to verify age and
birth.

Commission Procedure C-1.1-5(g)

Procedure C-I, Sub-paragraph 1-5(g) would be modified to change the current requirement that
all previous employers of the candidate be contacted to require that all previous employers
during the-past 10 years be contacted. This change will make the requirement consistent with
what is recommended in the POSTPeace Officer Backgroundlnvestigation Manual and what the
candidate is required to document in the POST Personal History Statement.

Commission Procedure C- 1.1-5(1)

Procedure C-1, Sub-paragraph 1-5 (I) which requires the background investigator to collect
medical information, would be deleted. Pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1991
(ADA), such medical information may not be collected prior to a conditional job offer, which 
turn, must be predicated, to the extent possible and practical, on completion of the background
investigation. Further, the background investigator is not qualified to determine whether the
"candidate’s current or past health would be a disqualifier for the position sought" as is currently
stated in the Procedure.

Commission Procedure C-1.1-6

Procedure C-1, Sub-paragraph 1-6 would be modified to acknowledge the legal prohibitions on
collecting medical information prior to a conditional job offer, while at the same time
acknowledging that once a conditional job offer has been made, and subject to the confidentiality
provisions of the ADA, medical information may (and, when appropriate, should) be exchanged
between the investigator and the examining physician or examining psychologist to ensure that
the evaluation of a candidate’s medical and psychological suitability for the job is based on full



and complete information.

Commission Procedure C-2

In general, the provisions of Commission Procedure C-2 would be reformatted to achieve parallel
construction with regard to the two examinations addressed in the Procedure (i.e., medical and
psychological). Also, throughout the Procedure, the term "physical" would be replaced by the
more appropriate term "medical" when referring to medical examination requirements.

Proposed changes specific to individual sub-paragraphs in C-2 follow.

Commission Procedure C-2.2-1

Proposed changes to C-2, Sub-paragraph 2-1 would make references to Government Code
Section 1031 (f), which establishes the requirement for medical and psychological suitability
examinations, and to Commission Regulation 1007(a)(7), which would acknowledge that 
Procedure also applies to reserve officers in the POST program. Language is also proposed that
would clarify that the intent of the Procedure is to select personnel who are free of any medical,
mental or emotional condition that would be expected to adversely affect their performance of
peace officer duties, rather than "might" or "would probably" affect their performance. The
current wording (i.e., "might," or "would probably") implies a level of risk that is inconsistent
with contemporary legal requirements for medical disqualifications, which require a sl-~owing of
a "significant risk of substantial harm" before an individual can be considered a "direct threat" to
health and safety. The proposed rewording (i.e., "would be expected") is intended to bring the
implied risk management level more in line with contemporary legal requirements, while still
maintaining consistency with the risk criteria implied in Government Code Section 1031 (f).

Commission Procedure C-2, 2-2

Procedure C-2, Sub-paragraph 2-2 would be modified to acknowledge that medical information
may not be collected prior to a conditional job offer (per the Americans with Disabilities Act).
The title would be modified to be more accurately describe the Procedure.

Commission Procedure C-2, 2-’~

A new procedure, Procedure C-2, Sub-paragraph 2-3, would be added to require the hiring
authority to verify in writing that employed persons have been examined and found to be

medically and psychologically suitable in accordance with the provisions of the Procedure. This
requirement is necessary for purposes of ensuring compliance with the Procedure, since the
confidentiality provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act prohibit POST personnel from
having access to the actual medical and psychological files of the employees.

Commission Procedure C-2. 2-4

The Government Code section specifying who shall conduct the medical examination would be



cited in this Procedure. Reference to the POST Medical Screening Manual would be relocated to
this Procedure from Sub-paragraph 2-I.

Commission Procedure C-2.2-5

Procedure C-2, Sub-paragraph 2-5 would replace general language from what was originally
Sub-paragraph 2-3, and which referred to the types of medical history information that must be
collected in advance of the medical examination, with language which specifies that the medical
history must be obtained using the POST Medical History Statement, or an equivalent form. Use
of the POST form or an equivalent will ensure that a comprehensive medical history is obtained.

Commission Procedure C-2.2-6

Procedure C-2, Sub-paragraph 2-6 would expand and further delineate the vision and hearing
screening requirements that were formerly addressed in the original Sub-paragraph 2-4. The
current requirements specify that candidates must be screened for "hearing, color vision and
visual acuity." The expanded screening criteria [i.e., far acuity (corrected and uncorrected), color
vision, visual field, and hearing sensitivity] will better ensure that candidates are free from any
vision or hearing limitations that could adversely affect their job performance, in keeping with
POST hearing and vision screening guidelines.

Commission Procedure C-2.2-7

Procedure C-2, Sub-paragraph 2-7 would replace general language from the original Sub-
paragraph 2-5, which refers to the need for the examining physician to report the examination
findings in writing, with language which specifies that the examination findings must be reported
by completing the POST Medical Examination Report, or an equivalent form. Use of the POST
form or an equivalent will ensure that the conduct and reporting of the medical examination is in
compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act requirements by linking the medical
evaluations to specific, job-related criteria and requiring the examining physician to consider the
need for reasonable accommodation, if necessary.

Commission Procedure C-2,QJ

Proposed language would be added which describes who may conduct the psychological
examination pursuant to Government Code Section 1031(f). Also added would be language
deleted from Sub-paragraph 2-1, which refers to the discretionary use of the POST Psychological
Screening Manual.

Commission Procedure C-2, 2-9

It is proposed that original Sub-paragraph 2-7 be deleted, and incorporated into Sub-paragraph
2-9. Additionally, it is proposed that original Sub-paragraph 2-8 be deleted and replaced by Sub-
paragraph 2-9(b), which would expand the current psychological screening requirements 
require a clinical interview for all candidates. At present only candidates for whom the



psychological tests results are inconclusive or suggest disqualification must be interviewed.
When the current requirements were enacted in 1985, the Commission opted not to require that
all candidates be interviewed due to concerns that such an action would place an undue burden
on some agencies--boih from the standpoint of cost and the limited availability of psychologists
in certain remote areas of the state. The Commission has always recommended that a clinical
interview be conducted for all candidates, and the concerns that existed in 1985 have largely
dissipated, as evidenced by the fact that it is now common practice for agencies in the POST
program to require a clinical interview for all candidates. Further, expansion of the requirement
as proposed is consistent with the recommendations of both the International Association of
Chiefs of Police and the Division 18 of the American Psychological Association (Psychologists
in Police Service).

Commission Procedure C-2.2-10

This new procedure would be added to require that the results of the psychological examination
be reported in writing to the appointing authority. The new requirement parallels an existing
requirement that the results of the medical examination be reported in writing, and is necessary to
document that the hiring authority received the required information for making the final hiring
decision.

Commission Procedure C-2.2-11

Procedure C:2, Sub-paragraph 2-11 would replace the original Sub-paragraph 2-9, and minor
modifications would be made for consistency.
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ISSUE

Should the Commission grant the appeal of the City of Los Angeles Public Library and
recommend Library security officers seek designation in Penal Code 830.117

BACKGROUND

Senate Bill 353 (Presley) became effective May 3, 1990, adding Sections 13540-42 to the
Penal Code. These sections assign to the Commission on POST the responsibility to conduct
a study and provide a recommendation concerning whether certain persons who are not peace
officers, and who request a study, should be designated as peace officers.

To implement the provisions of Sections 13540-42, Penal Code, the Commission adopted
Regulation 1019. Regulation 1019(g) permits the employing jurisdiction or person who
requested the study to appeal the study recommendation to the POST Commission.

On March 8, 1994, Assistant Business Manager Kristina Morita, City of Los Angeles Public
Library (LAPL), requested the Commission on POST conduct a feasibility study of the non-
peace officer security officers in the Security Services Division, for the purpose of adding
them into the appropriate Section under 830 of the Penal Code.

After reviewing the work of the non-peace officer security officers of the Security Services
Division, POST staff concluded: 1) the security officers satisfactorily perform the duties and
responsibilities specified for the position; and 2) full peace officer powers and authority are
not required to perform security officer responsibilities.

Accordingly, staff recommended the security officer positions at LAPL not be designated as
peace officers. The study did not include any alternative recommendations for the LAPL
security officer positions.

The completed study and recommendation was summarized for the Commission at the
November 7, 1996 meeting. The completed study report will be submitted when the appeal
is resolved.

On November 8, 1996, Business Manager Kris Morita, pursuant to Commission Procedure
1019(g), requested an appeal from the recommendation of the study. The request from
Ms. Morita, is Attachment A.
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Lack of Peace Officer Powers

The Los Angeles Public Library seeks limited peace officer authority for the security officers.
The Library believes limited peace officer powers will protect the security officers from
allegations of false arrest, allow them to search arrestees, and provide a measure of safety by
permitting access to criminal history and DMV information. The officers believe they are
hampered in their present status and as a result:

¯ the security officers must make citizen’s arrests for violations of the law;

¯ they lack authority to serve arrest or search warrants;

¯ they are unable to obtain CORI information;

¯ they are unable to obtain DMV information;

¯ they are unable to testify to hearsay information; and

they may not transport arrested persons to LAPD which impairs their ability to
maintain a safe environment at city libraries.

The Los Angeles Public Library, Security Services Division (LAPLSSD) consists of 40 positions
that include a principal library security officer (Chief of Security), one lieutenant, two supervising
library security officers (sergeants), 35 security officer positions and one staff support person.

The LAPLSSD deployment consists of one supervisor and 24 officers assigned to shifts that
operate 24 hours per day, seven days per week at the Central Library. At the Central Library,
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officers are rotated to work three fixed positions (i.e., entrances and exits, the grounds and floors
of the complex, and the dispatch center). The dispatch center officers maintain the security base
station which has a 93 video camera surveillance system and 22 monitors. The officers monitor
the Fire Life Safety System, Methane Gas Detection System, Telesite/Veritech Alarm System
for the branch libraries and dispatch officers to alarm sites as needed. Two officers per region
are assigned to security in the three geographic regions, each containing 22 branch libraries.
Three roving security officers in vehicles (one in each region) respond to calls at branch libraries
and to check the unstaffed libraries in the region. Night security officers are dispatched from the
Central Library to respond to alarms at outlying branches.

A significant amount of the security activity is event-related, such as responding to alarms,
juveniles disturbance, or drug and gang activity calls.

At the present time, all arrests made by LAPLSSD officers are turned over to the Los Angeles
Police Department (LAPD). All criminal complaints are investigated and filed by LAPD
detectives.

The City of Los Angeles, Department of General Services, also employs security officers.
The Department of General Services security officers are designated as peace officers in
Section 830.31, Penal Code. LOs Angeles Public Library security officers do not currently
come under the control of the General Services; however, they could be placed in the
Department of General Services and designated as peace officers under this section. Staff does
not believe that the duties and responsibilities of the Los Angeles Public Library warrant
peace officer status.

Consolidation of the Library Security Services Division into the City Department of General
Services would place additional perso~ in a peace officer class who do not require the full
authority the section provides.

Increase in Crime

Chief Love provided statistical information that indicated a 46% increase in crimes occurring on
library property within the last four fiscal years. He indicated that in 1992-93 fiscal year the
security officers responded to 39.5% of all crime calls without the assistance of the LAPD.
During the same period, the LAPD responded to 28% of the crime calls without Library
participation. Jointly, the two agencies worked together on 32.5% of the crime calls for
assistance.

The 1994-95 fiscal year showed a significant change with Library security officers responding to
approximately 65% of the crime calls occurring on library property without the assistance of
LAPD. Conversely in that same period, the LAPD responded to 5.8% of the crime calls without
the Library security participation. The Library Security Division jointly handled 29% of the
crime calls with the LAPD during 1994-95.



Officer Safety

Chief Love related his concern regarding the increase of violent crimes and felonies as a
significant threat to the security officers.

Interviews related that verbal threats are fairly common and, the officers believe, reflective of
this work assignment. Two incidents are documented of physical violence perpetrated upon a
security officer. In one incident, in 1987, a suspect fell on the officer during the altercation and
broke the officer’s back. In a second incident, which occurred in 1995, the same security officer
was struck from behind and knocked unconscious while arresting a burglary suspect.

Several incidents are documented of verbal threats, one incident involving a pushing or shoving
of a security officer and several reports of scratches or bruises. Several undocumented incidents
of violence against security officers were reported on the interview questionnaires. Additional
training in threat assessment and dealing with confrontational situations appears appropriate for
the security officers.

A training manager position exists in the current organization of the LAPLSSD. The feasibility
study reviewed the recording, tracking and scheduling of training of the security officers.

The Library Security Services Division requires officers to complete the following POST
certified training courses after being hired:

832 PC;
Baton/Self Defense;
Blood Borne Pathogens;
Building Searches;
Crowd Control;
First Aid Training and CPR;
Gun Take-away and Control Holds; and
Report Writing.

Rio Hondo Community College is the primary training provider for the LAPLSSD.

PENAL CODE SECTION 830.11

This section of the Penal Code provides for the exercise of peace officer powers within the
scope of employment.

Penal Code Section 830.11 refers to:

"Persons not peace officers; powers of arrest and service of warrants; enumeration

(a) The following persons are not peace officers but may exercise the powers of
arrest of a peace officer as specified in Section 836 and the power to serve
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warrants as specified in Sections 1523 and 1530 during the course and within
the scope of their employment, if they receive a course in the exercise of those
powers pursuant to Section 832. The authority and powers of the person
designated under this section shall extend to any place in the state:

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, persons designated pursuant to this
section shall not carry firearms.

(e) Persons designated pursuant to this section shall be included as "peace officers
of the state" under paragraph (2) of subdivision (c) of section 11105 for 
purpose of receiving state summary criminal history information and shall be
furnished that information on the same basis as peace officers of the state
designated in paragraph (2) of subdivision (c) of section 11105."

Los Angeles Library Security Services Division officers are tasked with maintaining the
security and safety of patrons using the library system at the direction of the City Librarian
pursuant to Los Angeles Municipal Code Section 1:383. The City of Los Angeles enacted
regulations within the LOs Angeles Municipal Code, delineated under Section 63.93, which
further def’me inappropriate behavior in the Los Angeles City Library System. Los Angeles
Public Library security officers enforce the LOs Angeles Municipal Code Section 63.93 and
also California Penal Code Section 490.5 (Petty theft of property from merchant or library).

Section 830.11, Penal Code, would provide Library security officers with the necessary peace
officer authority within the scope of their employment to make arrests. The section would also
provide access to automated systems for information on persons who loiter, disrupt or violate
the city ordinances which the security officers are empowered to enforce.

RESPONSE TO THE APPEAL - CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATION

POST staff have reviewed the original study and the new information submitted by LAPL.
Two issues appear central to the appeal:

1. The rise in crime.

.
The Library position is that limited peace officer authority is required to provide
additional safety to the security officers; to protect Library security officers
from liability; to deal with false information and refusal to provide information;
and to obtain limited criminal offender records information.

Peace officer powers, within the scope of employment and information access
may be obtained by adding the LAPLSSD officers to Penal Code Section
830.11. Designation as a peace officer in the Penal Code is not necessary.
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After reviewing the information from the study and the LAPL appeal, POST staff concludes:

.
The Los Angeles Public Library security officers provide a necessary and
valuable service to maintaining a safe environment at the Central Headquarters
and the 67 branch libraries in the system.

.
The feasibility study of the Los Angeles Public Library found that the majority
of crimes are handled by the Los Angeles Police Department. This is
acknowledged by the LAPL Security Chief.

.
Los Angeles Public Library security officers do not regularly nor frequently
require peace officer powers and authority.

.
The LAPL appeal does not demonstrate errors, omissions, or new data that
significantly contradicts the original data or the conclusions of the study.

¢ One alternative to designation as a peace officer will provide sufficient authority
to enhance the limited law enforcement responsibilities of the security officers.
That alternative is the authority, within the scope of employment, provided by
Section 830.11, Penal Code.

Staff recommend the appeal be resolved by adding to the feasibility study report the
recommendation that "the City of Los Angeles seek legislation to include the Library security
officer positions in Penal Code Section 830.11. n



CiTY OF Los ANGELES
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@
RICHARD J. RIORDAN

MA’fOR

ATTACHMENT A

VIA FACSIMILE

November 8, 1996

Paul M, Harman
Senior Consultant
Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training
1601 Alhambra Blvd.
Sacramento, CA 95816-7083

Dear Paul,

The Los Angel¢~ Public Library (LAPL) is appealing the decision of the Commission on Peace
Officer Standards to deny peace officer status to the LAPL Security force, Please conduct a
second study to determine if the LAPL security force can obtain limited peace officer status.

If you have any questions please call me at (213) 228-7461.

Sincerely,

Kris Morita
Business Manager

AN EQUAL EMplOYMENT OPPORTUNITY -- AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPk.OYER P~i~,,~,~’~,~



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT

~nda Item Title Meeting Date

ublic Safety Dispatcher Certificate Program
Reviewed By ~;..~,

January 23, 1997

Bui’~aU Researched By

Standards and Evaluation Services John Berneri , " John Weiner

E xecu tlve2.,,~scta r APpfoval
Data of Approval Data of Report

/~ --~ ,/_ q?. December 16, 1996
Purpo~J

Financial Impact: [] Yes (See Analysis for details)

[] Decision Requested [] Information Only [] Status Report [] No
In the spase provided below, briefly describe the ISSUE, BACKGROUND. ANALYSIS. and RECOMMENDATION. Use additional sheets if required.

ISSUE

Should the Commission schedule a public hearing for the April 24, 1997 meeting to consider modification of
Commission Procedure F-5 to remove the provision which allows full-time dispatchers employed before July 1,
1990 to obtain a POST Public Safety Dispatcher Certificate by passing the POST Basic Dispatcher Training
Equivalency Examination in lieu of completing the Public Safety Dispatchers’ Basic Course?

BACKGROUND

~he Public Safety Dispatcher Certificate Program was established in Commission Regulation 1018(f) in 1990.
ommission Procedure F-5-2 delineates the requirements for obtaining a Public Safety Dispatcher Certificate, :

as follows:

(a) Currently be a full-time, non-peace officer employee who performs duties which include
receiving emergency telephone calls for law enforcement service and/or dispatching law
enforcement personnel; and

(b) Have been selected in accordance with minimum selection standards described in PAN[, Section
1018(c); and

(c) Have satisfactorily met the minimum training standards described in PAM, Section 1018(d); and

(d) Have satisfactorily completed a probationary period with the agency of at least 12 months as
described in PAM, Section 1018(e); and

(e) Have been designated as a dispatcher by the employing agency and whose status has been
reported to POST in accordance with Regulation 1003, Notice of Appointment/Termination.

Commission Procedure F-5-3 provides an alternative means to obtain a POST certificate for full-time
dispatchers who were employed prior to July 1, 1990 (i.e., before the certificate program was established).
Specifically, such individuals may pass the POST Public Safety Dispatcher Training Equivalency Examination

~lieu of completing the Public Safety Dispatchers’ Basic Course.
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Regardless of the means by which one qualifies for the certificate, the certificate program is
voluntary, meaning that dispatchers from agencies in the POST Public Safety Dispatcher
Program are not required to obtain the certificate for purposes of initial or continued
employment. Thus, the POST Basic Dispatcher Training Equivalency Examination exists solely
for the purpose of permitting certain dispatchers (i.e., those employed prior to July 1, 1990) 
qualify for the voluntary certificate.

ANALYSIS

Since 1990, approximately 2,000 dispatchers have taken the POST Dispatcher Basic Training
Equivalency Examination. Use of the examination has steadily decreased and over the past 12
months only 51 dispatchers have taken the test.1 Testing volume is expected to decrease further
as fewer individuals remain who are eligible to take the examination.

There is no anticipated surge in test demand that would arise due to a large agency’s late entry
into the program. The 340 agencies participating in the POST dispatcher program account for the
vast majority of dispatchers eligible to take the examination, including all large police and
sheriffs departments.

Presently, the testing program is coordinated by POST staff and administered by a subcontractor,
Cooperative Personnel Services. The contract for fiscal year 1996/97 is $2,200, allowing for up
to seven (7) test administrations.

If the testing program were to continue, the test must be updated to comport with the revised
120-hour Dispatcher Basic Course curriculum. The staffing and direct costs to develop a new
test form are estimated to be approximately $30,000.

Given the limited utility and diminishing need for the present examination program, coupled
with the substantial costs to develop a new exam, it is recommended that the examination
program be discontinued effective January 1, 1998. After this date, all persons who seek to
obtain the Public Safety Dispatcher Certificate would be required to complete the Public Safety
Dispatchers’ Basic Course. By delaying the effective date until January 1, 1998, persons
currently eligible to pass the examination as a condition of receipt of the certificate would have
approximately one more year to exercise this option.

Proposed changes to Commission Procedure F-5 that would eliminate the testing option for
obtaining the POST Public Safety Dispatcher Certificate are shown in Attachment A.

RECOMMENDATION

Schedule a public hearing for the April 24,1997 meeting to consider changes to Commission
Procedure F-5 effective lanuary 1, 1998, which would eliminate the provision for dispatchers
employed prior to July 1, 1990 to qualify for the Public Safety Dispatcher Certificate by passing
the POST Basic Dispatcher Training Equivalency Examination.

~Persons who fail the test are allowed one retest. During the same 12 month period there were a total of I 1
retests.



Attachment A 

COMMISSION PROCEDURE F-5 

PUBLIC SAFETY DISPATCHER CERTIFICATE PROGRAM 

5-l. The Public Safety Dispatcher Certiticate Program: This Commission procedure describes the dispatcher 
certificate program established in Section 101 S(f) of the Regulations and sets forth certificate eh@b&y requirements 

5-2. Eligibility of Dispatchers Employed After Agency Entry Into Public Safety Dispatcher Program or 
Specialized Public Safety Dispatcher Program: To.be eligible for the award of a Public Safety Dispatcher 
Ceticate, an applic+ must: 

(4 Currently be a full-time, non-peace off&x employee who performs duties which include receiving 
emergency telephone calls for law enforcement service and/or dispatching law enforcement 
personnel; and 

@? 
Have been selected in accordance with minimum selection standards described in PAM, Section 
1018(c); and 

Cc) Have satisfactorily met the minimum training standards described in PAM, Section 1018(d); and 

(4 Have satisfactorily completed a probationary period titb the agency of at least 12 months as 
described inPAM, Section 1018(e); and 

(9 Have been designated as a dispatcher by the employing agency and whose status has been reported to 
POST in accordance with Regulation 1003, Notice of Appoirdmentkmination. 

5-3. Eligibility of Dispatchers Employed Prior to Agency Entry Into the Public Safety Dispatcher Program or 
Specialized Public Safety Dispatcher Program a: To be eligible for the award of 
a dispatcher certificate, an applicant must: 

(6 Have completed a minimum of one yew satisfactay service with the agency as a full-time public 
safety dispatcherd 

@I Have been trained according to minimum training standards described in PAM Section 1018(d);nr 

Cc) Have been designated as a dispatcher by the employing agency and whose status has been reported to 
POST in ax&dance with Regulation 1003, Notice of AppointmentlIermination. 

5-4. Application Requirements: 

(4 All applications for award of the catificate shall be completed on the prescribed Commission form 
entitled “Application for Award of POST Public Safety Dispatcher Certificate”, POST 2-289 (Rev. 
3/91). 



(b) The certificate application form is not complete unless the following attestation which appears on the 
application is signed by the department head: 

(1) “1 I-ecommend that the certificate be awarded. I attest that the applicant is a full-time public 
safety dispatcher and has either: 

a. completed a probationay period of at least I2 months as provided in Commission 
Regulation 1018(e), was selected in accordance with the minimum standards in 
Section 1018(c), and meets the basic dispatcher training requirement set forth in 
Section 1018(d), or: 

b. that the applicant was employed as a public safety dispatcher at the time the agency 
entered into the POST Public Safety Dispatcher Program m I > 
completed a minimum of one year satisfactmy service as a full-time public safety 
dispatcher, &was trained according to minimum standards described in 
Commissibn Regulation 1018(d) ;.-A k g 

The applicant in my opinion is worthy of the award. My opinion is based upon personal 
knowledge or inqujr. The personnel records ofthis jurisdiction/agency substantiate my 
recommendation.” 

5-5. Certificate &al or CanceUaliok The Commission shall deny or cancel a Public Safety Dispatcher Ceticate 
if the application that was submitted, or the certificate that was issued, is based on misrepresentation, fkd, or 
administrative amr on the part ofthe Commission and/or the employing agency. 

Historical Note: 

Procedure F-5 was adopted and incorporated by reference inti Commission Regulation 1018 effective May 6,1991& 
amended effective * 



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING 

1018. Public Safety Dispatcher Programs. 

(a) - (0 continued **** 

PAM section D-l -6 adopted effective December 29,198s and amended December 19,1994 is herein incorporated by 
reference. 

PAM section F-5 effective June 5,199l and amended effective * is herein incorporated by reference. 

The document, Training SpeciJicofions for the Public Safe(v DispatchedBasic Course adopted effective December 
19, 1994 is herein incorporated by reference. 

Note: Authority cited: Sections 13503,13506 and 13510, Penal Code. Reference: Section 13510, Penal Code. 



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING 

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT 

Proposed Changes to t 

In the W=- Pmvlded k+W kleflY d=mke Lb ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use add,&,a, s&z& ,, reg”,md. 

ISSUE 

Should the Commission approve, subject to a public review process, changes to the basic course 
training specifications as enumerated in this report? 

I BACKGROUND 

As part of an ongoing review of Regular Basic Course content, POST staff and curriculum 
consultants (academy instructors and other subject matter experts) thoroughly review learning 
domain content to determine if revisions are necessary. This process occurs in regularly 
scheduled workshops during which curriculum and supporting material for specific domains are 
updated to reflect emerging training needs, compliance with legislatively mandated subject 
matter, changes in the law, or to improve student learning and evaluation. 

Proposed changes to the training specifications for Learning Domains #21 Patrol Techniques, 
#22 Vehicle Pullovers, #23 Crimes in Progress, #26 Unusual Occurrences, #27 Missing Persons 
and #41 Hazardous Materials are the result of these regularly scheduled reviews and impact one 
or more of the following elements of the domains: 

. Instructional goals 

. Required topics 
. Required tests 
. Required learning activities 
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ANALYSIS

Following are summaries of major changes recommended to these domains. Learning domain

training specifications containing complete proposed changes are shown in Attachment A.

¯ Learning Domain #21 (Patrol Techniques)

Changes to Instructional Goals
The proposed modifications add language to existing instructional goals that require the student

to understand the responsibility of law enforcement to protect public safety and use patrol

strategies to accomplish this goal. If approved, the student must attain mastery in the use of

patrol techniques to protect public safety and possess the skill needed to select a patrol strategy.

Changes to Required Tests
An exercise test that requires the student to make a simulated crime broadcast based on a

hypothetical set of observations while demonstrating proper radio techniques is proposed for

deletion. A learning activity is proposed to replace this exercise test to ensure that the student

has adequate time to learn and practice proper radio techniques with testing to occur as a part of

other patrol scenario tests where it is more effectively tested..

Enhancements are proposed to an existing scenario test that requires the student to use a patrol

vehicle to safely approach pedestrian suspect(s). It is proposed that the student be required 

demonstrate safe and effective tactics for approaching pedestrian suspects while utilizing a patrol

vehicle including demonstrating proper radio procedures; approaching the suspect safely;

keeping the suspect in view; stopping at a safe and effective distance; using clear and direct

verbal commands and taking a proper position and stance while talking to the suspect. The

added detail increases the difficulty of the test.

Changes to Learning Activities
It is proposed that the two learning activities currently required in the specification be expanded

and enhanced to provide more detail and specificity. It is recommended that one learning

activity reenforce the student’s ability to observe an event and after a short delay, describe, either

verbally or in writing, the nature of the event and any pertinent observations made.

The other learning activity reenforces the student’s ability to initiate a radio broadcast using

proper procedures and techniques of radio communications which include type of incident and
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location, number of suspects with complete known description of loss, weapons, time, direction

of flight, and vehicle description.

¯ Learning Domain #22 (Vehicle Pullovers)

Changes to Testing Requirements

It is proposed that an exercise test that requires the student to conduct a search of a motor vehicle

be deleted. The legal aspects of vehicle searches is currently tested in Domain #16, Search and

Seizure. The mechanics of vehicle searches varies from incident to incident and there are

countless methods to conduct these searches. The subject matter remains as required instruction

in this domain and is also addressed in Domain #30, Preliminary Investigation.

It is recommended that the exercise test that requires the student to determine the acceptability of

various types of identification be merged into the vehicle pullover scenario test and be deleted as

a standalone testing requirement.

It is proposed that the scenario test that requires the student to make a simulated traffic

enforcement stop during daylight hours be deleted. The skills, techniques and knowledge needed

to handle this patrol incident is tested in ~e nighttime pullover which is a more difficult test due

to the variables added by the darkness and the use of artificial light.

It is recommended that the existing scenario test that requires the student to make a simulated

traffic enforcement vehicle pullover during the hours of darkness be expanded and enhanced by

requiring the performance of specific actions including: signaling the violator; continuously

observing the movements of the driver and any passengers; maintaining a safe distance;

offsetting the patrol vehicle; continuously observing for pedestrian and vehicular traffic; keeping

the gun hand free during the detention; establishing initial violator contact in a safe and tactically

sound manner; determining the validity, authenticity and legal acceptability of identification; and

safely concluding the stop.

It is proposed that an existing scenario test that requires the student to make a simulated high-risk

vehicle pullover be expanded and enhanced by requiring the student to perform specific actions

including: recognizing the need for backup; demonstrating the use of proper position; distance

and lighting; watching for movements inside the target vehicle; using cover/concealment;

maintaining firearm at the ready; using clear, audible and direct commands; directing suspect(s)
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out of the target vehicle and into a position of disadvantage; and visually searching the vehicle

for additional suspects.

¯ Learning Domain #23 (Crimes in Progress)

Changes to Instructional Goals
The proposed modifications provide more explicit instructional goals which require the student

to master techniques related to handling crimes in progress.

Changes to Testing Requirements

It is proposed that the existing scenario test that requires the student to demonstrate the skills

necessary to effectively respond to and investigate a simulated prowler incident as the assigned

contact officer be expanded and enhanced by requiring the student to perform specific actions

including: making a quiet and tactically sound approach; effectively using cover and

concealment during the approach on foot and communicating with the cover officer; searching

for, locating and detaining the suspects; conducting a lawful search for weapons; interviewing

the suspect(s) to establish sufficient probable cause for an arrest; and using proper arrest

techniques without endangering self or cover officer.

It is proposed that the existing burglary scenario test be enhanced to require the student to

demonstrate the skills necessary to effectively respond and investigate a simulated burglary-in

progress incident involving suspect(s) concealed in a building including using cover officer(s)

and communicating a plan for the building entry/search; make a tactically sound building entry,

using a systematic searching method; use safe tactics during the search and perform other actions
associated with a safe building search.

It is proposed that the robbery scenario test be expanded and enhanced by requiring the student to

demonstrate the skills necessary to effectively respond to and investigate a simulated robbery in

progress. Detailed enhancement to this test is also proposed.

Since the components of a building search are proposed as additions to the burglary-in-progress

scenario test, it is recommended that the current scenario test that requires the student to safely

and effectively search a building/area for suspects be deleted.

Enhancements are proposed for the ambush scenario test that would require the student to

demonstrate the ability to react appropriately to a simulated ambush including: maintaining cover



while attempting to exit the "kill zone"; assessing the situation; locating the suspect(s) and

responding with an appropriate level of force; and communicating an action plan for the safe

deployment of responding units.

If the proposed modifications are approved to the in-progress incidents, the exercise test that

requires the student to function as a contact officer and cover officer becomes redundant and is

recommended for deletion.

Changes to Learning Activities
Enhancements are proposed to an existing learning activity that would require instruction in

specific incidents to reenforce the student’s understanding of law enforcement response to a

variety of high-risk situations.

Enhancements are proposed to the other learning activity to detail what the student, when given

visual depictions of locations where a crime is allegedly in progress, must indicate, either

verbally or in writing.

¯ Learning Domain #26 (Unusual Occurrences)

Changes to Learning Activities
The student is currently required to participate in a facilitated discussion relating to a proper law

enforcement response to a variety of unusual occurrences to include aircraft crashes, earthquakes,

floods, fires and explosive device incidents Additional detail is proposed as a modification that

would require the student to discuss how the first officer on the scene should respond to

minimize injuries, loss of life and property damage. The depictions must minimally include the

following types of actual or potential incidents: civilian aircraft crash; military aircraft crash;
earthquake; flood; suspected explosive device or explosion and fires.

¯ Learnin~ (Missing Persons)

Changes to Instructional Goals
The proposed modifications continue the trend of providing more explicit instructional goals to

more clearly support the design of the instructor unit guides. Other modifications propose new

goals to ensure that the student attains an understanding of the severity of the missing person

problem in California; an understanding of missing person definitions and related Penal Code

statutes; an awareness of the four broad categories of missing person cases; an understanding of



the duty to accept any report of a missing person; an understanding of the elements of an

effective preliminary investigation and other components of a missing persons investigation.

Changes to Required Topics and Tests

Existing topics have been reorganized and expanded to ensure clarity. Topics now include the

severity of the missing person problem in California; reasons for a thorough preliminary

investigation; the obligations associated with law enforcement’s initial response; reasons why

officers should exhibit sensitivity when handling missing person cases; categories of missing

persons; and missing person definitions. A proposal to delete the Knowledge Test is explained

in a separate agenda report.

¯ Learning Domain #41 (Hazardous Materials)

Changes to Instructional Goals

The proposed modifications provide clarity to existing instructional goals.

Changes to Learning Activities
Modifications are proposed to an existing learning activity to ensure that the student participates

in an activity designed to reinforce an understanding of first responder actions at the scene of a

hazardous materials incident. Modifications are proposed to a second existing learning activity

to ensure the student participates in a learning activity designed to reinforce an understanding of

specific indicators for determining the hazard potential of the suspected material.

The proposed revisions are recommended by staff and curriculum consultants to update and

further refine the existing language of the training specifications. All proposed changes have

been reviewed and endorsed by the Consortium of Academy Directors. Proposed changes to the

training specifications are included as Attachment A and Regulation 1005 is included as

Attachment B.

RECOMMENDATION

i~ !):’: i

If the Commission concurs, it is proposed that Commission Regulation 1005 and the document,

Training Specifications for the Regular Basic Course, be amended to include the recommended
revisions. Proposed changes must be adopted pursuant to the Administrative Procedures Act and

it is proposed that the Notice of Proposed Action Process be used. These changes would be

effective April I, 1997 if approved.
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ATTACHMENT A

PROPOSED REVISIONS

TRAINING SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE REGULAR BASIC COURSE- 1995



REGULAR BASIC COURSE

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #21
PATROL TECHNIQUES

April 1, 1997

I1.

INSTRUCTIONAL GOALS

The goals of instruction on Patrol Techniques are to provide students with:

A. an understanding of how an officer prepares for a patrol shift;

B. an understanding of the factors that affect an officer’s observational skills;

C. an understanding of how different patrol techniques can be used to
protect public safe~, prevent crime and apprehend offenders; and

D. the skills required to perform common patrol tasks such as selecting a
patrol strateay, stopping a pedestrian, making a crime broadcast and
handling field encounters with plainclothes officers.

REQUIRED TOPICS

The following topics shall be covered:

A. Patrol techniques for preventing crime to include:

1. bBusiness and residential patrol checks

2. eChecks of suspicious persons

3. vVarying patrol patterns

4. mMaintenance of visibility

B. Patrol techniques for apprehending offenders

C. Components of directed enforcement (e.g. attention to specific violations
or circumstances and geographic considerations)
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D,

F,

G.

H.

Advantages and disadvantages of various patrol methods (e.g. foot
patrol, vehicular, bicycle, aircraft, mounted, etc.)

Patrol patterns to include:

1. eCircular

2. d_Double back

3. fRandom

Factors affecting perception to include:

1. pPast experiences

2. mMaturity

3. mMental and physical condition

4. eEmotional involvement

5. eEnvironmental conditions

6. e_Education/training

7. eCultural/ethnic factors

8. pPersonal prejudice and bias

Observation skills

Factors for selecting a patrol strategy to include:

,

2.

3.

4.

5.

oOfficer ~ safety hazards

pPopulation distribution

~Need for directed enforcement

eCrime activity

gGeography/topography
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II1.

6. tLocations/situations that require frequent checks (e.g. likelihood of
a breach of the peace, anticipation of a criminal act or a hazard to
public safety)

I. Elements of patrol preparation to include:

1. uUniforms and supplies

2. eEquipment inspections

3. i/nformation acquisition

J. Patrol tactics to include:

1. eEliminating silhouetting

2. f~Noise minimization

K. Field encounters with plainclothes officers

L. Elements of pedestrian stops to include:

1. {_Tactical considerations

2. eApproach

3. eOfficer positioning (single and multiple officers)

M. Types of patrol to include:

1. pPreventative

2, e~pprehension

N. Vehicle patrol techniques

O. Effective use of law enforcement radio equipment

REQUIRED TESTS

The following tests shall be administered:

21-3



IV.

BA. A scenario test that requires the student to use a patrol vehicle to safely
approach pedestrian suspect(s). The student shall demonstrate safe and
effective tactics for approaching pedestrian suspects while utilizine a
patrol vehicle to include:

1,,~%. Noti~ina disoatch of the location of the contact with the SusPect
and demonstratina DroDer radio Drocedures

Making the aDoroach from the rear and on the same side of the
street the suspect is on (making a U-turn if necessary)

3__,. Consistently keeoing the suspect in view during the aDDroach

4,.~.. StODOing at a safe and effective distance using the patrol vehicle or
other available cover and concealment while directing the suspect

5~ Using clear and direct verbal commands throuqhout; the detention

6~ Taking a proper position and stance while talking to the suspect

REQUIRED LEARNING ACTIVITIES

A* Participation in a learning activ whc;c ............... ~,~ ..... that
reenforces the student’s ability to observe an event and after a short
delay, describe, either verbally or.in writing, the nature of the event and
any pertinent observations made

_1. The nature of the event (what appears to have occurred)

2.~., Physical descriptions of persons involved, if applicable

Statements made by the involved oarties, if any

4_,,.~. Any differences in perception amonq the students who observed
the incident
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V,

Vl.

VII.

B___,. Participation in a learn.ing activity that.reenforces the student’s ability to
initiate a radio broadcast using proper procedures and techniques of rad q
communications which minimally include:

1~ Type of incident and location

2~ Number of suspects with complete known description

3~ Description of loss, if any

4_.. WeaDon(s~ used

5._,. Time, direction of flight, and vehicle description

HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of 12 hours of instruction on patrol
techniques.

ORIGINATION DATE

July 1, 1993

REVISION DATES

April 1, 1997
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REGULAR BASIC COURSE

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #22
VEHICLE PULLOVERS

,..~.. 4 ~ 4’~’~ Ap,,~,,y ,,~, , ,,,,~, ril 1, 1997

INSTRUCTIONAL GOALS

The goals of instruction on Vehicle Pullovers are to provide students with:

A. the knowledge and skills needed to conduct a safe, lawful, tactically sound
vehicle pullover; and

B. the knowledge and skills needed to conduct a safe and effective physical
search of a vehicle.

REQUIRED TOPICS

The following topics shall be covered:

A. Types of vehicle pullovers (e.g. traffic enforcement, high risk)

B. Considerations for selecting a location for daytime/nighttime vehicle
pullovers to include:

1. sSafety factors (e.g. out of flow of traffic)

2. v_Visibility to passing traffic

3. p_Possible escape routes

4. eAvailability of cover and concealment

5. eAvoidance of potentially hostile environments

6. ~ightinglillumination

C. Techniques for gaining a driver’s attention to include use of:

1. iLights (e.g. emergency lights, headlights, spotlights)
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F*

G,

H.

J,

2. briand gestures

3. hHorn/audible devices

4. ~Siren

Considerations for stopping and approaching unconventional vehicles

1. mMotorcycles

2. eCampers, vans and motor homes

3. bBuses

4. ~Semitrucks

Considerations for safely and effectively searching a vehicle to include:

1. uUse of available cover officer(s)

2. ~Removal of occupant(s)

3. ~__Types of objects sought and likely locations

4. pPotential hazards (e.g. needles, edged weapons, etc.)

5. eA systematic search process

Application of tactical communication techniques to violator/suspect
contacts

Verifying the validity and authenticity of a driver license

Maintaining appropriate distance from the target vehicle prior to initiating a
vehicle pullover

Awareness of stop location and need for appropriate notification (e.g. to
communication center, other units, etc.)

Stopping and approaching vehicles to include:

1. pPlacement of patrol vehicle
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III.

2. 9Safe exit from the patrol vehicle

3. eAppropriate type of approach (e.g. driver side approach,
passenger side approach, nonapproach)

4. pProper use of equipment (e.g. gun hand free)

5. vVisual check of the interior of the vehicle

6. o(~fficer position on driver contact

7. fRemoval of occupants, if appropriate/desirable

K. Tactical considerations for safely completing an enforcement document

L. Tactical considerations for reapproaching and recontacting the
suspect(s)/violator(s)

M. Liability considerations associated with vehicle pullovers

REQUIRED TESTS

The following tests shall be administered:

AT. AM ...... :~ ~^~ ~t~ ..... :~^ ~L- ^~..,a^-~ ~ .... .-J..-~ ...... ~, - --~^~

veh~

eF, fGFcGmCF, t -~-- "~’ ":-- "~^’":-~’~ ~" .....

E)A. A scenario test that requires the student to make a simulated traffic
enforcement vehicle pullover during the hours of darkness and minimally:
stGp "~’ ":-- "~’- ~" ...... = "~-" .....

I~ Signal the violator from behind and does not pull alonaside

Continuously observe the movements of the driver and any
passengers
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4..~.%

5~

6~

Maintain a safe distance between the patrol vehicle and the tarqet
vehicle_

Offset the oatrol vehicle to the left or riaht of the target vehicln

Continuously observe for pedestrian and vehicular traffic

Keeo gun-hand free durina aDoroaches to target vehicle and when
in direct contact with the driver/passenger(s)

Establish initial violator contact in a safe and tactically sound
manner

EB___,.

Safely obtain and determine the validity, authenticity and legal
acceotabilitv of identification

9_. Safely return to the patrol vehicle

10. Maintain a safe position with a view of the tarqet vehicle and traffic
during the detention

11. Safely reaDDroach the tarqet vehicle and recontact the.
drivedoassenger(s~

12. Safely return to the patrol vehicle and. if approoriate, assist the.
driver to safely reenter traffic

A scenario test that requires the student to make a simulated high-risk
vehicle pullover and minima :stop ......... ~ ................ ~, ....o .... ,,
,i~ L,. ~ , ,^K..:^I~

Notify communications and follow until assistance/backup is on the,
scene

2,,..~, Demonstrate the ability to stop the vehicle using proper position,
distance and lighting

,,__%
Watch for movements inside the taraet vehicle

4~ Take a oroper Dosition of cover/concealment

5~ Maintain firearm at the ready
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IV.

VI.

VII.

7.

Use clear, audible and direct commands

Direct suspect(s) out of the target vehicle and into a position 
disadvantage

Visually search the vehicle for additional susoects

REQUIRED LEARNING ACTIVITIES

None

HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of 14 hours of instruction on vehicle
pullovers.

ORIGINATION DATE

July 1, 1993

REVISION DATES

June 1, 1994
December 1, 1994
July 15, 1995
April 1, 1997
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REGULAR BASIC COURSE

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #23
CRIMES IN PROGRESS

~:d~April 1, 1997

INSTRUCTIONAL GOALS

The goals of instruction on Crimes in Progress are to provide students with:

A. the skills and ability needed to effectively search a building or an open
area for a suspect;

B,

C,

D,

E,

F.

G.

H.

an understanding of the factors affecting an officer’s response to a crime-
in-progress call;

the skills and ability needed to effe~ respond~
eppf~ different types of crimes in progress;

the skills needed to teetiee~ effectively respond to different high-risk
situations demonstrating sound tactics;

the skills needed to perform the role of contact officer and cover officer;

an understanding of the capabilities and limitations of body armor;

an understanding of the basic concepts of officer safety; and

an understanding of current patterns related to deaths and assaults on
peace officers.

REQUIRED TOPICS

The following topics shall be covered:

A. General considerations for searching a building for suspects to include:

1. ~Perimeter control

2. d__Determining point(s) of entry
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3. e Owner contact

4. eCommunication (e.g. announcement to potential suspects, contact
with other units)

5. u_Use of lighting

6. uUse of canine/special unit

7. uUse of cover officer

8. ~Thorough and systematic search procedures

B. General considerations for searching an open area for suspects to
include:

1. pPedmeter control

2. ~_Selecting a staffing point

3. i/nitiating owner contact, if applicable

4. eCommunication (e.g. announcement to potential suspects, contact
with other units)

5. uUse of lighting

6. uUse of canines/special units

7. uUse of cover officers

8. ~Ihorough and systematic search procedures

C. General factors affecting an officer’s response to a crime-in-progress call
to include:

1. eObserved v. dispatched

2. mMethods of response

3. eA.A.A.A.A.A.A.A.A.A p p r o a c h

4. fRoute selection
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5. d Distance from the call/time lag

6. ~Nature of the crime

7. gGeographic considerations

8. il_mpact of agency policy

D. Factors affecting an officer’s response to specific types of crime-in-
progress calls to include:

1. pProwler calls

2. bBurglary calls

3. f__Robbery calls

4. 9Shots-fired calls

E. Considerations for tactically responding to specific high-risk situations to
include:

1. bBarricaded suspects

2. hHostage situations

3. 9Sniper assaults

4. f_Firebomb assaults

5. eContacts with persons under the influence of alcohol/drugs

F. Capabilities, limitations and proper use of body armor against firearms,
knives and other penetrating weapons

G. Roles and responsibilities of the contact officer and the cover officer to
include:

1. d__Designating the contact officer and the cover officers

2. mMaintaining communication

3. eAssuming and maintaining proper position
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II1.

4. 8A_ppropriately delegating responsibilities

5. mMaintaining awareness of surroundings

H. Basic aspects of officer safety to include:

1. eCurrent patterns related to deaths and assaults on peace officers

2. ~The concept of "will to survive"

3. eOfficer actions after receiving a nonfatal wound

4. eOfficer actions in officer-taken-hostage incidents

5. eOfficer actions in officer-ambush incidents when officer is on foot

6. eOfficer actions in officer-ambush incidents when officer is in a patrol
car

REQUIRED TESTS

The following tests shall be administered:

A. A scenario test that requires the student tc ~c~pc, nd tG a ;:,m,,u’,atcd prow’,cr
demonstrate the skills necessary to effectively respond and

investigate a simulated prowler incident as the assianed contact officer to
include:

1. Making a quiet and tactically sound approach with the patrol car

2. Making a silent, undetected aDeroach on foot

3. Effectively using cover and concealment during the approach on foot
and communicating with the cover officer

4. Searching for, locating and detaining the suspect(s)

5. Conducting a lawful search for weapons

6. Interviewing the suspect(s) to establish sufficient probable cause for
an arrest
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B,

7. Using proper arrest techniques without endanqering self or cover
officer

A scenario test that requires the student to,~o~,v, ,,~" ’^L~, ,~- o,,,,,,,~,~,~-:--’ "-’^"
k .... ’--. : ......... csl’, demonstrate the skills necessary to effectively

respond and investigate a simulated burglary-in progress incident
involving suspect(s) concealed in a buildinq to include:

1. Coordinating with other resoonding units

2. Makinq a quiet and tactically sound apt)roach with the oatrol car

3. Making a silent and undetected approach on foot

4. Effectively using cover and concealment during the foot aooroach
and exterior area search

5. Searching the exterior of the building and Iocatinq the ooint of entry

6. Requestinq resources

7. Notifying assisting units/dispatch of current status and developments

8. Securing the perimeter and ordering any possible occuoants out of
the buildina

9. Using cover officer(s) and communicating a plan for the building
entry/search

10. Making a tactically sound building entry

11__.Using a systematic searchinq method

12. Using safe tactics durinq the search

13_._,.Finding and arrestinq any SusPect(s)

14__~.Immediately removing any suspect(s) from the buildinq

15__.,.Completing the building search after any susoect(s~ have been
r_emoved
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C. A scenario test that requires the student to, ...... ~,-, ,,~" ",,~ .... ,~, ,~,,,~,’-’---’y-,n-:
pr~,grc~ c~’,’, demonstrate the skills necessary to effectively respond and
investigate a simulated robbery-in-proaress incident to include:

1. Coordinatine with other responding units

2. Making a auiet and tactically sound approach with the patrol car

3. Making a silent and undetected approach on foot

4. Using and maintainina cover and/or concealment

Notifyina assisting units and disDatch of current development.~

Maintainina cover and/or concealment while surveying the incident

7. Reauestina and deploying additional resources to achieve full
perimeter containment

8. If aDDropriate, teleDhonina the location to direct any occupants out

9. Ordering the exiting occupants to a oosition of disadvantage and
handlina them as suspects until identity is determined

10__~.Demonstratina safe arrest techniaues without endanqering self or
cover officer

11. Securing the scene by completing a search of the premises

~ ~.~t~,.*,.i ir.~l i~ L.~L I.i IF.JIW. i~,.~lL~lll~,,.1 Lll’~, ~LI,J".l~.,i j , W.V .~r..~,~.,l~ r.~ll~,J ~H~,~’~.I.IV~I~ ..~1~,~(:;11 4..i i 

E-D. A scenario test that requires the student to rc;pc.nd ~pp;Gp;:,ately tG ;~,
em~h-dernonstrate the ability to react appropriately to a simulated
ambush to include:

1. Using and maintaining cover (attempting to exit the "kill zone" to the
extent possible)

2~ Assessing the situation

3. Locating the SusPect(s) and respondinq with an aoDrooriate level 
force
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IV.

Communicating an action plan for the safe deployment of respondinq
units

REQUIRED LEARNING ACTIVITIES

A.
I ~i~I%,I~;~LI~JII iii ~ ~.~l~,u..~,~l~ll0~,l iLl~*.~u~ ~1 Ir.~v¥ ~1 ii~.~l~.~.*ill~ll L i~.,~.~’*ji i,_~ ~ L~.e I~1

.... ;-"" A" ~;--~ ":^’" --:’’’--’:^--~ ip...... y ..... ~ .................. The student shall partic ate in a leaminq
activi~ that reenforces an understanding of law enforcement response tn
a varie~ of hiah-risk situations including:

1. Person with a gun

2. Shots-fired call

3. Officer down

V.

B,

4. Suspicious circumstances/unknown trouble

5.~.,

6.

Firebomb assault

Suicidal person

.~ .... :-,: .... ¯ ,___,: ...... L ..... ;--- :- -"^-^""" :- pro~rcss The

student shall be given a series of drawinqs, sketches, photoqraphs or
other visual depictions of locations where a crime is alleqedly in progress.
The student will indicate, either verbally or in writing:

1. A suggested approach to the location

2. An effective placement of perimeter units

3. An acceptable scene search pattern

HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of 16 hours of instruction on
handling crimes-in-progress calls.
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VI.

VII.

ORIGINATION DATE

July 1, 1993

REVISION DATES

December 1, 1994
July 15, 1995
April 1, 1997
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REGULAR BASIC COURSE

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #26
UNUSUAL OCCURRENCES

Aprit--1-r==J~t-995April 1, 1997

I1.

INSTRUCTIONAL GOAL

The goals of instruction on Unusual Occurrences are to provide students with:

A. an understanding of peace officer responsibilities at the scene of a
disaster or unusual occurrence;

B. knowledge of how to effectively react to a bomb threat, suspected
explosive device and an explosion scene;

C. knowledge of how to effectively react to a fire emergency;

D. knowledge of how to effectively react to a variety of unusual occurrences
such as electrical wires down, road hazards, natural gas leaks, etc.;

E. knowledge of how to effectively react to an aircraft crash incident; and

F. a basic understanding of the Incident Command System (ICS).

REQUIRED TOPICS

The following topics shall be covered:

A. Peace officer responsibilities at the scene of a disaster or unusual
occurrence to include:

1. eAssumption of initial command

2. eEstablishing a perimeter/protecting the incident location

3. {.Isolating the hazard

4. re_Maintaining ingress/egress control

5. {.Initiation of appropriate notifications
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C,

D,

E°

Peace officer responsibilities to be covered for the following scenes of
specific unusual occurrences:

1. eAircraft crash (both civilian and military)

2. e_Electrical power emergencies

3. h_Hazardous road conditions (e.g. washout, landslide, flash flood)

4. d_.Damaged fire hydrant

5. g_Gas leaks

6. {’rraffic device malfunctions

7. e__Earthquake

8. fF_lood

9. eAnimal control problems

Fire emergencies to include:

1. eClasses of fires

2. mMethods of extinguishing fires

3. ~Safety considerations

Explosives incidents to include:

1. fRecognition of explosives/explosive devices

2. b__Bomb threats

3. eConsiderations regarding explosives and improvised explosive
devices

4. e_Explosion scenes

Incident Command System

1. fResponsibilities of the initial responding officer
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2. bBasic components of the Incident Command System (ICS)

III. REQUIRED TESTS

The POST-constructed knowledge test for Domain #26

IV. REQUIRED LEARNING ACTIVITIES

I~,~"*,JI igv... I*V IGI VF.*III~L~ t.JI I.,llll~lg~lC~l ~l,~,~Ul i ~,~1 i~,~,1[~ Lg II I~,,,,lU’J~ r.~ll~l~.~tlL Vlr~lgl I~,.,gI

...... ,~ ..... , ..... o,, .......... ~,,~o .................... Given a series of word
pictures, videotapes, schematics or other depictions of different ty#es of unusual
occurrences, the student must participate in a facilitated discussion of how the
first officer on the scene should respond to minimize in]uries, loss of life and
oroDerty damage. The depictions must minimally include the followina types of
actual or potential incidents:

1__,. Civilian aircraft crash

2. Military aircraft crash

3~ Earthquake

4~ Flood

5. Suspected explosive device or explosion

6~ Fires

V. HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of 4 hours of instruction on unusual
occurrences.

VI. ORIGINATION DATE

July 1, 1993

VII. REVISION DATES

April 15, 1995
April 1, 1997
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REGULAR BASIC COURSE

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #27
MISSING PERSONS

Ju’,y 4,, .... Apnl 1, 1997

INSTRUCTIONAL GOALS

The goals of instruction on Missing Persons are to provide students with:

A. k-fmwtedge-an understandina of the statutory and regulatory obligations
associated with law enforcement’s initial response, investigative
procedures, and follow-up actions related to a missing person case;

GB. an understanding of the need for sensitivity and effective communications
skills when handling a missing person case;

E)C. know’,cd,~c an understandina of the methods for conducting searches for
missing persons;

F__D. knc, w’,cd.~c an understandinq of the actions required to take when the
missing person is found:;

E_.~. an understandinq of the severity of the missing person oroblem in
California and the importance of a thorough preliminary investigation:

an understandine of missina person definitions and related Penal Code
statutes:

G.~ an awareness of the four broad categories of missina person cases:

H.__=.an understandina of the duty to accept any report of a missing person;

I. an understanding of the elements of an effective ~reliminarv investiaation:

J. an understanding of the elements of a thorouah interview of a missina
person reportina party:
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II.

an awareness of the information that should be in a "Be on the Lookout"
(BOL) broadcast;

an understanding of the reasons for makinq a thorouah search of a
reported missing child’s home and yard or last known location at the
outset of an investigation; and

an understanding of the conditions which influence law enforcement’s
level of resoonse to a report of a missing person.

REQUIRED TOPICS

A~.

.B:-. I,J~,ll~.selL..~ I,JI v,,.,Alll~ll, lll~:~ ,~l’~.ll~l¢lVIl*y UUllil~:~ U I~*., 1¢,4VW ~111Vi~,~,~,~lll,.,li¢ Iir.Ail~Jilll~ ~1 ¢~

resl~m’~e

l--,’~l.~,lllilillll~ ii r.+l lill*~,ii,~ i+~.~,i.~+,~,i i ’l~lSl.,~l~ l~.~Ai,~i.,~ ~ r.411U II ~l+JI ,*.~la.,..1,~+ilyll i~ l.li~ lyl~l~::;

ET. I .C £" +- ~ ^.~--i^^l---- .^----.~.^ :,..;^J:--~.I~^l
l-r~IvV ,+,~i I I Vl ~,’l~.~i I I~I I+. ¢~+,,~’~,’~.IJtr..41 i’+~I~ ~.Ji i I il~.~ll i~ I,.#~.+’I *~’~Ii i I ~rlJl I.~1i j’~ll i~ll.ll+,.~Li+lJl ii:Ii

FT.

1%~ll.,llU t.~lJ lU II llr*.,4l I I~,~l+JUI I.,,~1[,~ ¢;1t~¢11~11 I,~

t-h

E ivl~Lll~,l.,,~ ivl 1~.,/¢41.101~ ~ Illl~lll~ IJ~.,,~,)ll ¢;lli%.l illl%,#llil¢~¢l’~ll ~.~t~ll,<~l..,~ ¢.AVCAII¢;II~I’*,..
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A__~.

B__~.

D._~%.

,~%~l;~llk~llilJ ~ I’~JI C3 Illl~,,~lll~ ~,J~lO~ll

~G~SGn C~,~C~

The severity of the missing person Droblem in California

Reasons for a thorough preliminary_ investigation inciudina:

1__,. Law enforcement’s responsibility to private Persons

2. Emotional crisis of family members

3.~ A potential criminal investiaation

The obligations associated with law enforcement’s initial response
including;.."

1_. Duty to accept or assist the reporting party regardless of jurisdiction

2__,. Priority of response

3_. Issuance of the Department of Justice release form for
dental/medical records, and photoaraDh

4_. Initiating an investiaation

Reasons why officers should exhibit sensitivity when handlinq missinq
person cases

1_. private person’s feelings of helplessness, trauma, fear and anger

2~ Good public relations

3__,, Private person’s unfamiliarity with law enforcement procedures

Cateaories of missing persons including:

1~ Involuntary Missina

2. Parental abduction
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F,~,

H__~.

4~ Unknown missing

Missina person definitions and related Penal Code statutes

1__,. Definitions

a~ Child

b~ Dental or medical records or x-rays

c_. DisDatcher

d._,. "Evidence that a person is at risk"

e~ Missina person

f_. Involuntary missing

Parental abduction

h. Runaway

i_. Unknown missing

L. Suspicious circumstances

Leaal statutes

California Penal Code sections 270.5,277, 278,278.5, 279,
14205. 14206, 14207, 14209, 14210, 14213

b_~ California Welfare and Institutions Code sections 207 and
60__!1

c_. 42 United States Code (USC) section 779 subsection 3702

Health and Safety Code 10254

The duty to accept any reDort of a missinq person

The elements of an effective preliminary investiaation including:
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2~

3__,.

4__,.

6.._,.

7._,.

8_.

Verification that reoort is for a missing person case

Classification of missing person case

Identification of existence of suspicious circumstances

Obtaining missing person description, recent photograoh, and
release waiver

Efforts to locate missinq person

Notification of a suDervisor or investigator

Other agency notifications

Completion of the report

Components of a thorough interview of a missinq person reporting party

1_,. Sensitivity to the situation

2~ Application of effective interview technidues

3.._,. Identification of all relevant information

4~ Recoqnition of conflict and inconsistency in interview

Identification of the actions that can be taken to locate the subiect

K.

L~

M__~

,__t,,

2_.

3_.

Search

Notification of other agencies

"Be on the Lookout" (BOL) broadcast

The information that should be in a "Be on the Lookout" (BOL) broadcast

Methods of searching for missinq persons

The reasons for making a thorough search of a reoorted missing child’s
home and yard or last known location at the outset of an investiaation
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II1.

IV.

O,~-

Conditions that influence law enforcement’s level of response to a report
of a missina person

1.

Family and social environment

3. Missing person’s knowledge of the area

4. Susoicious circumstances

5. Mental. emotional, medical or physical condition

6. Weather/time of day

7. Resources available to missing person

8. Length of time person has been missinq

9. Parental custody status

Actions to take when missing person is found includina:

1. Compliance with oenal code notification reauirements

2. Cancel any automated system entries and "Be on the Lookout
Broadcast"

3. Notify the reoortina party

4. Notify the agency who took the report if different than the locating

5_,. Notify all agencies involved in the investigation

REQUIRED TESTS

i liE,, I V’,,~I i --~,.#~,,11 i~,~01.1 U’~JL~"*,J I%II’~iiI~.,’~I~:~V Y.~,~gL i’~’1 Lj’~JIII(;;IIII Trf..#

None

REQUIRED LEARNING ACTIVITIES

None
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Vl.

VII.

HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of 4 hours of instruction on missing
persons.

ORIGINATION DATE

JuLy 1, 1993

REVISION DATES

Ne~e’
April 1, 1997
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REGULAR BASIC COURSE

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #41
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS AWARENESS

~ADril 1. 1997

II.

INSTRUCTIONAL GOALS

The goals of instruction on Hazardous Materials Awareness are to provide
students with:

A. the ability to recognize whet-hazardous materials are; the risks and
negative outcomes of hazardous materials incidents presew~; and
deeer-Fl~the difference in roles between the F_first R responder at the
P, awareness and the F first R-_responder at the (9o_perational level;

g. the ability to recognize a hazardous materials incident through basic
clues, warning signs, placards, labels, shipping papers and material safety
data sheets; ’-"---+^-’~ "~" .......... :’: ..... *^"" -":" "~^" s,’~d

C. tt~i~t~Jeeef~ea knowledge of F_first R_responder A-a_wareness
actions.; ~understandin_n_n_n_n_n_n_n_n_~g the need for safety, a positive safety_
attitude, defining a safe approach to a hazardous materials incident.
isolation, and making the required notifications to mitigate a hazardous
materials incident; and

D, the ability to identify the purpose and need to-sefety initiate command; cite
basic identification and assessment techniques; understand the use of the
Dc~,,-t, mGnt c,f Trc,;;,~,pc,~c,t,~nNorth American Emergency Response
Guidebook (current-I~a-T- NAERG) for basic action planning.

REQUIRED TOPICS

The following F first R_responder Aawareness level topics shall be covered and
the instruction shall be delivered by an instructor certified by the California
Specialized Training Institute in accordance with Title 19 of the California Code
of Regulations, Chapter 1, Subchapter 2, Section 2530(a):

A. Introduction of hazardous materials at the F_first Rresponder Aawareness
level to include:

41-1



1. eOverview of local hazardous materials problems

2. dDifferences and similarities between hazardous materials
incidents and other emergencies

..... ~,~ .... u ........... ~,~ Regulatory agencies which provide
definitions can bc fouad for hazardous materials, hazardous
chemicals, hazardous substances and hazardous waste

4. United Nations hazard classification~ .System

5. mMultiple hazards and adverse effects of hazardous materials

6. eCommon local hazardous materials spills, locations and response
problems

7. p, Primary first-responder role which shall include a safe and
competent response to a hazardous materials incident within
awareness level, resources and capabilities

8. dDefinition of F first R-responder ~awareness

9. d_Definition of F_first R_responder Oo_perational

10. eEssential tactical operations for F_first R-responder Aawareness
and Ooperations

11. eOverview of pertinent hazardous materials authorities and
regulations

Hazardous materials recognition and safety to include:

,

2.

3.

4.

.

wWays hazardous materials incidents are reported

~_B_Basic hazardous materials recognition clues

h-Hazardous materials outward warning signs

t_Locations where hazardous materials are manufactured,
transported, stored, used and disposed

{_Typical hazardous materials container shapes and packaging
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6. DOT placard and labeling system

7. tTypes, location and content of Material Safety Data Sheets
(MSDS) and shipping papers

8. ~Safety upon recognition, including positive safety attitudes and
safe approach tactics

9. wWays hazardous materials incidents can cause death or injury te

10._.~. National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) 704 standard

Concepts of safety, isolation and notification to include:

1. First R-responder ~awareness and Oo_perational level basic
response requirements/

2. fEirst on scene safe initial actions

53. ~Safe approach distance guides

-34.. h_How to conduct a safe risk assessment

4,5. e_Essential field safety guides (do’s and don’ts)

r~6_. ilsolation and entry denial tactics

6Z. f_Relationship of perimeters and zones to scene safety and
isolation, including proper terms and differences

7-8. i/dentification of hazardous materials resources needed for an
emergency response

89. v_Required notifications at hazardous materials incidents

Basic command, identification/hazard assessment and action plans to
include:

1. f~Necessity for establishing command

2. First Rresponder role in assuming command

41-3



E,

3. rRelationship between identification and hazard assessment

4. i ldentification and hazard assessment as the basis of the
hazardous materials response

5. eCommon information sources in identification and hazard
assessment

6. nNumber of minimum information sources necessary to confirm
identification and hazard assessment

7. eComprehensive review and use of the current ~ North_
American Emergency Response Guidebook

8. fFamiliarization with other hazardous materials reference materials

9. ~=Review of F_first R-responder ~awareness role in local hazardous
materials plan ~nd "-^,, ,~ current DOT E,’t;,~c,’;cy" Rco-~c,,’;~,~ ,~,,~,,,"" "’^

10. fRecognized off-site hazardous materials information
resources (e.g. Chemical Transportation Emergency Center
CHEMTREC)

11. eComponents of hazard assessment

12. vVariables and modifying conditions of hazardous materials
incidents

13. eConcept of risk versus gain at a hazardous materials incident

14. fEederal and state requirements for hazardous materials action
plan

15. eComplexity of identification and hazard assessment at hazardous
materials incidents

Basic considerations for conducting a preliminary investigation of a
hazardous materials incident or environmental crime

Basic legal aspects of hazardous materials incidents
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Ill.

IV.

REQUIRED TESTS

The following tests shall be administered:

A:. The POST-constructed knowledge test for Domain #41

REQUIRED LEARNING ACTIVITIES

~eielef~l’he student shall participate in a learning activity designed to
reinforce an understanding of first resD0nder act ons at the scene of a
hazardous materials incident to include:

1._,. Identification of the event as a hazardous materials incident

2_. Application of recommended safety precautions

3_. Use of the North American Emeraencv Response Guidebook
(NAERG~ to determine the initial isolation .and protective action

4. The need to isolate the scene

Notification considerations

i I~;;~1 LI~,~I~L#~,~I i Ill I~1 i~*lllL~:;~"~ "~l~,.,*~l,~l~ll |’~.ll;~Lii i~:~ L"*~ L~.#~ ~JI i~*~,~,,~ll~g

hazsrdo’,~s ,, ,,~ ....... The student shall participate in a learning activity
designed to reinforce an understanding of the indicator.s for determining
the hazard potential of the suspected material to include:

1_, Placard

2__, Si_Lg_G

3~ Warning label

4__, Any other indication
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V,

VI.

VII.

HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of 4 hours of instruction on
hazardous materials.

ORIGINATION DATE

July 1, 1993

REVISION DATES

 4H-s-megs
April 1, 1997
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ATTACHMENT B

COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICERS STANDARDS AND TRAINING
PROPOSED REGULATION

1005. Minimum Standards for Training.

(a)(1) through 0)(2) continued.

The document Training Specifications for the Regular Basic Course - July 1993 adopted effective January 14, 1994
and amended July 16, 1994, December 16, 1994, and August 12, 1995 is herein incorporated by reference. This
document was republished in 1997 as Training Specifications for the Regular Basic Course - 1997 effective *

__ and amended effective * and is herein incorporated by reference.

**** continued.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 832.6, 13503, 13506, and 13510, 13510.5 and 13519.8 Penal Code. Reference:
Sections 832, 832.3,832.6, 13506, 13510, 13510.5, 13511, 13513, 13514, 13516, 13517, 13519.8, 13520, and
13523 Penal Code.

*Date to be filled in by OAL.



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS ANn TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT
Proposed Changes to Training Specifications
for Reserve Training - Module D ~f.-

Basic Training Bureau

Executive =~ep Approval j/~"

Purpose:

Revie~y~ ed By/

Ken Whitman

Date of Approval

[~ Decision Requested E~ Infocrnatlon Only

MeeOng Date

January 23, 1997

Researched By

~aldof Report "[ - " l~’"
Jaduary 2, lflJtp7

(l

IFinancial Impact: [] Yes (See Analysis for details)
L~No

In fire space provided below, briefly describe Ihe ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use addltlonal shee= if required,

ISSUE

Should the Commission approve, subject to public notice, changes to the document
Specifications for Reserve Training - Module "D" to maintain currency with the document
Training Specifications for the Regular Basic Course ?

BACKGROUND

Penal Code 832.6 requires POST to develop a supplemental course to enable reserve officers to
satisfy requirements of the Regular Basic Course without unnecessary redundancy of previously
completed Level I and Level II reserve training. Pursuant to this mandate the Commission
approved the Training Specifications for the Reserve Training Module "D" in July, 1995. These
Module "D" specifications were designed to include all Regular Basic Course specifications
excluding those specifications that are instructed in Reserve Modules A, B, and C courses. Since
adoption of the Module "D" specification document ongoing updates to the Regular Basic
Course training specifications have been approved by the Commission, necessitating updating of
the Module D specifications.

ANALYSIS

As the Regular Basic Course training specifications are updated the reserve Module "D" training
specifications must be updated so that completion of Modules A, B, C, and D will satisfy the
basic training requirement. The intent of this report is to make amendments to the document,
Training Specifications for the Reserve Module"D" to incorporate relevant changes made in The
Trainine Specifications for the Regular Basic Course from April 1996 to January 1997 and to
correlate instructional goals between the two documents. These amendments are proposed for
consistency in delivery of the Basic Course.

Changes for Learning Domains 7, 8, 15, 19, 20, 25, 28, 29, 30, 33, 36, and 38 in the Regular
Basic Course specifications have been previously approved by the Commission at it’s April, July
and November 1996 meetings. Identified in Attachment A are these twelve learning domains
for The Training Specifications for Reserve Training - Module "D" which incorporate.
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proposed changes paralleling those previously made to the above Regular Basic Course learning
domains. In addition, the Attachment A inclusively proposes changes to Learning Domains:
21 (Patrol Techniques)," 22 (Vehicle Pullovers)," 23 (Crimes in Progress); 26 ( Unusual
Occurrences); 27 (Missing Persons)," and 41 (Hazardous Materials Awareness) for the training
specifications for Module" D" which are based upon: 1) January 1997 proposed parallel agenda
item updates to the Regular Basic Course training specifications in topics, learning activities, and
tests; 2) matching of Basic Course instructional goals to ensure correlation to all performance
objectives and commensurate terminal learning domain tests.

This agenda item is before the commission to consider approving specification changes to
Module" D" (Attachment A) that are based upon amendments as approved by the commission
for the Regular Basic Course. If so approved an amendment to Regulation 1005 will be
necessary to identify the date that the Module "D" training specification document was amended
(Attachment B).

Proposed curriculum changes must be adopted pursuant to the Administrative Procedures Act
and it is proposed that the Notice of Proposed Regulatory Action Process be used.

RECOMMENDATION

Subject to the results of the Proposed Notice of Regulatory Action approve the revisions to
the document Training Specifications for Reserve Training Module "D".



II.

Attachment A

RESERVE TRAINING MODULE D

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #07
CRIMES AGAINST PERSONS

April 1. 1997

INSTRUCTIONAL GOAL

The goal of instruction on Crimes Against Persons is to provide students with
the ability to recognize when person crimes have occurred, to identify the crimes
by their common names, and to classify them as either misdemeanors or
felonies.

REQUIRED TOPICS

The following topics shall be covered:

A. Extortion

B. Infliction of corporal injury on a spouse or cohabitant

C. Kidnapping and false imprisonment

D. Murder

1. d_Degrees

2. f_Felony murder rule

E. Excusable and justifiable homicide

F. Manslaughter

1. ~_Voluntary

2. i/nvoluntary

3. vVehicular

4_._,. Gross vehicular manslauahter while intoxicated
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G.

H.

I.

J.

Crimes against elders and dependent adults

Child abduction

Stalking and terrorist threats

Carjacking

I. REQUIRED TESTS

The POST-constructed knowledge test for Learning Domain #7

IV. REQUIRED LEARNING ACTIVITIES

None

V. HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of 8 hours of instruction on crimes
against persons.

VI. ORIGINATION DATE

January 1, 1996

VlI__..~.REVISION DATES

April 1, 1997
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I1.

Ill.

IV.

V.

RESERVE TRAINING MODULE D

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #08
GENERAL CRIMINAL STATUTES

April1,1997

INSTRUCTIONAL GOAL

The goal of instruction on General Criminal Statutes is to provide students with
the ability to recognize violations of the statutes, to identify the violations by their
common crime names, and to classify them as either misdemeanors or felonies.

REQUIRED TOPICS

The following topics shall be covered:

A. Solicitation to commit certain crimes

B. Disturbing a public meeting

C. 6emb~ Gaming

D. Pm.~s,=,.,.~ ..... "-,v ,,,,,o~uA’^^^" ~,rc~,c Authority of peace officer to close a disaster
area includina Dress access exception

E_. Loitering for purposes of prostitution or drug activity

REQUIRED TESTS

The POST-constructed knowledge test for Learning Domain #8

REQUIRED LEARNING ACTIVITIES

None

HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of I hour of instruction on general
criminal statutes.
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RESERVE TRAINING MODULE D

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #15
LAWS OF ARREST

April 1, 1997

INSTRUCTIONAL GOALS

The goals of instruction of Laws of Arrest are to provide students with:

A__=. an understanding of a peace officer’s authority, liability_ and resoonsibility
in making an arrest includina:

1~ The discretion that an officer has in makinq an arrest

2__,. Limits on an officer’s discretion

3~ The elements of an arrest

4__,. Daytime and niahttime arrests

5~ The information that an officer must provide to an arrested oerson

6~ Treatment of an arrested person after the arrest

7~ Exceptions to a oeace officer’s arrest oowers

8__,. Criminal sanctions and civil liability:

B. knowledge of an officer’s responsibility where the arrest was made by a
private person; af~

C. knowledge of the elements required to establish reasonable suspicion and
probable cause::

D__,. an understanding of the constitutional issues involved in detentions.
arrests and interroaations: and

E__~. the ability to obtain confessions that are admissible as evidence in court.
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II.

II1.

IV.

V,

VI.

VIIm

REQUIRED TOPICS

The following topics shall be covered:

A. M:,randa ~i~ht3 Gf data:,ncc~, Interrogation law

B. Arrest by a private person

C. Reasonable suspicion and probable cause

D. Consensual encounters

E. Conspiracy to deprive a person of a civil right

F. Deprivation of a civil right under color of law

REQUIRED TESTS

The POST-constructed knowledge test for Learning Domain #15

and :,ntc~;o§atc ~ ~u~plc:,c,u~ pcr~,n

REQUIRED LEARNING ACTIVITIES

None

HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of 6 h_ours of instruction on laws of
arrest.

ORIGINATION DATE

January 1, 1996

REVISION DATES

April 1, 1997
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RESERVE TRAINING MODULE D

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #19
VEHICLE OPERATIONS

April 1. 1997

INSTRUCTIONAL GOALS

The goals of instruction on Vehicle Operations are to provide students with:

A. an understanding of the factors that contribute to traffic collisions and the
principles of defensive driving;

B. knowledge of the effect that speed has on stopping distance and turning
radius;

C. knowledge of legal provisions relating to the operation of a law
enforcement vehicle;

D. the ability to safely operate a patrol vehicle while responding to a
simulated emergency (i.e., with red light and siren);

E. the ability to conduct a thorough pre-shift vehicle inspection;

o ..A, ,;&A. ~.-I

GF__, the ability to safely and effectively operate a patrol vehicle during a
simulated pursuit of a vehicle.-:

G_._,. an understanding that a vehicle pursuit is an event that requires defined
objectives, tactical resDonse and supervisory_ oversight:

H__, an understand na of the provisions of Penal Code Section 13519.8 and
the legislative intent:

a knowledqe of the Vehicle Code statutes affecting law enforcement

an understandina of the factors a peace officer should consider when
initiating a oursuit:
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I1.

K_= an understanding of the roles and responsibilities of units involved in a

L.._=. an understandina of the roles and responsibilities of a supervisor during a

M___=.an understandina of the benefit of effective communications during a
vehicle pursuit:

N. an understanding of drivina tactics during a pursuit:

O. an understanding of intervention tactics that may be authorized during a

P__=. an understandina of the factors influencing speed durina a pursuit:

Q an understandina of the use of air SUlOoort durina a pursuit:

R__,. an understandina of the factors that may contribute to the decision to
terminate a pursuit:

S__=. an understanding of procedures relatina to the capture of susoects at the
conclusion of a pursuit:

T._~. an understandina of policies and procedures concernina inter!urisdictional
pursuits: and

U_.=. an understandina of the Procedures related to post pursuit analysis.

REQUIRED TOPICS

The following topics shall be covered:

A. Defensive driving

B. Vehicle dynamics (e.g., stopping distance, turning radius, weight shift,
etc.)

C. Vehicle code sections pertaining to the operation of a law enforcement
vehicle

D. Preshift vehicle inspections
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E* Considerations regarding high-speed vehicle pursuits (Penal Code
Section 13519.8)

1. When to initiate a pursuit

2. The number of involved law enforcement units permitted

3. Responsibilities of primary and secondary units

4. Pursuit driving tactics to include:

a. Safety considerations

b. Legal considerations

c. Vehicle control considerations

d. Use of communications equipment

5. Helicopter assistance

6. Communications

7. Capture of suspects

8. Termination of a pursuit

9. Supervisory responsibilities

10. Blocking, ramming, boxing and roadblock procedures

11. Speed limits

12. Interjurisdictional considerations

13. Conditions of the vehicle, driver, roadway, weather and traffic

14. Hazards to uninvolved bystanders or motorists

15. Reporting and postpursuit analysis

16. Balancing the risk to officer/public safety against the need to
apprehend
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II1.

IV.

F. "Code 3" driving to include:

1. safety considerations

2. legal considerations

3. vehicle control considerations

4. use of communications equipment

REQUIRED TESTS

The following tests shall be administered:

A. The POST-constructed knowledge test for Domain #19

B. An exercise test that requires the student to regain control of a patrol
vehicle experiencing a front-wheel skid and a rear-wheel skid

C. An exercise test that requires the student to regain control of a patrol
vehicle experiencing an all-wheel, locked-brake skid

D. Anexercise test that requires the student to demonstrate positioning,
weight transfer, throttle control, braking, and steering while putting a patrol
vehicle through a series of maneuvers at the direction of an instructor

E. An exercise test that requires the student to rapidly displace a patrol
vehicle to the right, left, and stop

F. An exercise test that requires the student to demonstrate threshold
braking while entering a turn and while bringing a patrol vehicle to a
complete stop

G. An exercise test that requires the student to operate a patrol vehicle under
simulated emergency conditions

H. An exercise test that requires the student to operate a patrol vehicle in the
simulated pursuit of another vehicle

REQUIRED LEARNING ACTIVITIES

None
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VI.

VII.

HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of 16 hours of instruction on vehicle
operations.

This instruction is desianed to satisfy_ the requirements for law enforcement hiah-
speed vehicle oursuit training as reauired in Penal Code Section 13519.8 when
combined with the orovision of successful completion of the prereauisite of
Reserve Module B.

ORIGINATION DATE

January 1, 1996

REVISION DATES

April 1, 1997
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II.

RESERVE TRAINING MODULE D

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #20
USE OF FORCE

A_p_r.JL! 1997

INSTRUCTIONAL GOALS

The goals of instruction on Use of Force are to provide students with:

A. an understanding of the liability associated with the use of force; ~f

B. knowledge of the conditions under which force can be lawfully used by a
peace officer;

C___,. knowledge of force options:

D._,. the ability to make iudaments concerninq the level of force justified by a
given set of circumstances;

GE. an understanding of the concept of fear and anger management;

an understanding of the basic concept of intervention to prevent
unreasonable use of force;

E--G. an understanding of the importance of effective tactical communication in
use-of-force situations;

H__,. an understanding of the conceDt of reasonable force; and

I._, an understanding of the imporl;ance of initial and ongoing training in
coding with dangerous situations.

REQUIRED TOPICS

The following topics shall be covered:

A. Liability associated with the use of force

B. Laws governing the use of force by a peace officer

C_.~. Force ootions (use-of-force spectrum)
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III.

IV.

D_.L Justifiable homicide and the sufficiency of fear reouirement

E, Factors that must be conside.red in making the decision to use deadly
force

GF. Agency policies on the use of force

E)G_. Fear and anger management

EH. The concept of intervention

FI. Tactical communication as it relates to the use-of-force spectrum

REQUIRED TESTS

The following tests shall be administered:

A. The POST-constructed knowledge test for Learning Domain #20

B° A scenario test that requires the student to respond to

ef-fefee a variety_ of law enforcement situations in which the use of force is
legal!y iustified by a. peace officer, including deadly force, detentions.
arrests and the overcomina of resistance to the execution of lawful
processes. The stu.dent shall be tested under conditions that simulate the
effects of physical and mental stress and minimally test the students:

1._= Knowledge and understanding of the leaal authority to use force

Ability to identify force options that are consistent with legal or other
restrictions

Ability to demonstrate the application of forCe in a manner that is
objectively reasonable.to the courts

Ability to escalate, deescalate levels of force and intervene when
the use of force is inappropriate

REQUIRED LEARNING ACTIVITIES

A. Participation in z^^:’:~-’^’J "J: ...... : .... ’-~:--" ...... = = .... ~" ........
of~e~ learning activity_ depicting incidents involving use of force by a
peace officer which reinforces the student’s ability_ to understand:
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V,

VI.

VII.

The legal authority to use force

The a~)Dropriateness of the force option selected

Whether the amount of force used was objectively reasonable

Whethe.r. the intervention was a0orooriate

HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of 8 hours of instruction on use of
force.

ORIGINATION DATE

January 1, 1996

REVISION DATES

January. 1. 1997

20-3



II.

RESERVE TRAINING MODULE D

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #21
PATROL TECHNIQUES

Aoril 1. 1997

INSTRUCTIONAL GOALS

The goals of instruction on Patrol Techniques are to provide students with:

A. an understanding of how an officer prepares for a patrol shift;

B__~. an understanding of the factors that affect an officer’s observational skills:

BC. an understanding of how different patrol techniques can be used to
protect oublic safety, prevent crime and apprehend offenders; and

C-D. the skills required to perform common patrol tasks such as selectina a
patrol strateav, stopping a pedestrian, making a crime broadcast and
handling field encounters with plainclothes officers.

REQUIRED TOPICS

The following topics shall be covered:

A. Patrol techniques for preventing crime to include:

1. b_Business and residential patrol checks

2. eChecks of suspicious persons

3. ~,Varying patrol patterns

4. mMaintenance of visibility

B. Patrol techniques for apprehending offenders

C. Components of directed enforcement (e.g. attention to specific violations
or circumstances and geographic considerations)

D. Advantages and disadvantages of various patrol methods (e.g. foot patrol,
vehicular, bicycle, aircraft, mounted, etc.)
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F,

I.

J.

Patrol patterns to include:

1. eCircular

2. dDouble back

3. fRandom

Factors for selecting a patrol straiegy to include:

1. eO_fficer and public safety hazards

2. pPopulation distribution

3. ff_N_eed for directed enforcement

4. e_Crime activity

5. gGeog raphy/topography

6. ~ocations/situations that require frequent checks (e.g. likelihood of
a breach of the peace, anticipation of a criminal act or a hazard to
public safety)

Elements of patrol preparation to include:

1. u_Uniforms and supplies

2. e_Equipment inspections

3. ilnformation acquisition

Patrol tactics to include:

1. e__Eliminating silhouetting

2. aNoise minimization

Field encounters with plainclothes officers

Types of patrol to include:

1. pPreventative
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II1.

IV.

2. eApprehension

K. Vehicle patrol techniques

L. Effective use of law enforcement radio equipment

REQUIRED TESTS

The following tests shall be administered:

dc,-n,c,n ~tr::.tln§------ -- ":- "~-"-’ .....

BA_. A scenario test that requires the student to use a patrol vehicle to safely
approach pedestrian suspect(s). The student shall demonstrate safe and
effective tactics for aD[}roachina Dedestrian sus[}ects while utilizina a
patrol vehicle to include:

1__,. Notifying dispatch of the location of the contact with the suspect
and demonstratina [}roper radio procedures

2__,. Making the ap[}roach from the rear and on the same side of the
street the suspect is on (making a U-turn if necessarv~

Consistently keeDing the suspect in view during the approach

4. Stopping at a safe and effective distance using the patrol vehicle or
other available cover and concealment while directina the suspect
to stoo

5~ Usinq clear and direct verbal commands throughout the detention

6__~. Taking a proper position and stance while talking to the sus[}ect

REQUIRED LEARNING ACTIVITIES

A. Participation in a learning activity wh~c ""^,,,~ ~,,,,,~., ,,-" ’"~-" ~ ,~,~u,,~,~:-~" that
reenforces the student’s ability to observe an event and after a short
delay, describe, either verbally or in writing, the nature of the event and
any pertinent observations made

1. The nature of the event (what aooears to have occurred)

21-3



V,

VI.

VII.

2_. Physical descriptions of oersons involved, if applicable

3. Sta’(ements made by the involved oarties, if any

4. Any differences in perception among the students who observed
the incident

B__,. Participation in a learning activity that reenforces the student’s ability to
initiate a radio broadcast usina proper procedures and techniaues of radio
communications which minimally include:

1. Type of incident and location

2_,. Number of sus0ects with comolete known descriotion

3. Descriotion of loss. if any

4. Weal)on(s) used

5. Time, direction offliaht, and vehicle descril)tion

HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of 2 heuj of instruction on patrol
techniques.

ORIGINATION DATE

January 1, 1996

REVISION DATES

April 1, 1997
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I1.

RESERVE TRAINING MODULE D

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #22
VEHICLE PULLOVERS

April 1, 1997

INSTRUCTIONAL GOAL

The goals of instruction on Vehicle Pullovers are to provide students with:

A. the knowledge and skills needed to conduct a safe, lawful, tactically sound
vehicle pullover; and

B. the knowledge and skills needed to conduct a safe and effective physical
search of a vehicle.

REQUIRED TOPICS

The following topics shall be covered:

A. Types of vehicle pullovers (e.g. traffic enforcement, high risk)

B. Considerations for selecting a location for daytime/nighttime vehicle
pullovers to include:

1. s_Safety factors (e.g. out of flow of traffic)

2. vVisibility to passing traffic

3. pPossible escape routes

4. eAvailability of cover and concealment

5. eAvoidance of potentially hostile environments

6. t_Lighting/illumination

C. Techniques for gaining a driver’s attention to include use of:

1. {l_ights (e.g. emergency lights, headlights, spotlights)

2. briand gestures
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E,

F,

G,

H.

3. hHorn/audible devices

4. eSiren

Considerations for stopping and app’roaching unconventional vehicles

1. mM__otorcycles

2. e Campers, vans and motor homes

3. bBuses

4. ~Semitrucks

Considerations for safely and effectively searching a vehicle to include:

1. uUse of available cover officer(s)

2. f Removal of occupant(s)

3. ~ypes of objects sought and likely locations

4. pPotential hazards (e.g. needles, edged weapons, etc.)

5. eA systematic search process

Application of tactical communication techniques to violator/suspect
contacts

Verifying the validity and authenticity of a driver license

Maintaining appropriate distance from the target vehicle prior to initiating a
vehicle pullover

Awareness of stop location and need for appropriate notification (e.g. to
communication center, other units, etc.)

Stopping and approaching vehicles to include:

1. pPlacement of patrol vehicle

2. ~Safe exit from the patrol vehicle
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III.

.

,

5.

6.

7.

eAppropriate type of approach (e.g. driver side approach,
passenger side approach, nonapproach)

pProper use of equipment (e.g. gun hand free)

vVisual check of the interior of the vehicle

oO_fficer position on driver contact

f_RRemoval of occupants, if appropriate/desirable

K. Tactical considerations for safely completing an enforcement document

L. Tactical considerations for reapproaching and recontacting the
suspect(s)/violator(s)

M. Liability considerations associated with vehicle pullovers

REQUIRED TESTS

The following tests shall be administered:

A ....... :---- *----* ,L--, ..... :’--^ "~’~ ̂ " ’~----" " .... "J’ ’^" ...... h ^f ^ ~^~"

enforcG,,,,., ,, ~,~,~, ,,,, ,, ,~ ,..,=y.~, ,,., ,,,~,,

B_A. A scenario test that requires the student to make a simulated traffic
enforcement vehicle pullover during the hours of darkness and minimally:

Sianal the violator from behind and does not pull alongside

Continuously observe the movements of the driver and any
passenaers

3. Maintain a safe distance between the patrol vehicle and the taraet
vehicle
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E_B.

9_.

10.

12___=.

4_.

5~

6_.

Notify communications and follow until assistance/backuo is on the
scene

Demonstrate the ability to stop the vehicle usina prooer oosition.
distance and li htin

Watch for movements inside the target vehicle

Take a proper position of cover/concealment

Maintain firearm at the readv

Use clear, audible and direct commands
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IV.

V.

VII___.

Direct suspect(s) out of the target vehicle and into a position 
disadvantage

8_~ Visually search the vehicle for additional susDects

REQUIRED LEARNING ACTIVITIES

None

HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of 7 hours of instruction on vehicle
pullovers.

ORIGINATION DATE

January 1; 1996

REV $ ON DATES

Aoril 1. 1997
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II.

RESERVE TRAINING MODULE D

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #23
CRIMES IN PROGRESS

April 1, 1997

INSTRUCTIONAL GOALS

The goals of instruction on Crimes in Progress are to provide students with:

A. the skills and ability_ needed to effectively search a buildina or an eden
area for a suspect:

A_B_B.an understanding of the factors affecting an officer’s response to a crime-
in-progress call;

BC_. the skills and ability needed to effective~l respond and investigate
eperopr~e~y-tc~ifferent types of crimes in progress;

G_D. the skills needed to teetieagy ~ respond to different high-risk
situations demonstratina sound tactics;

BE. the skills needed to perform the role of contact officer and cover officer;

EF. an understanding of the capabilities and limitations of body armor;

FG_. an understanding of the basic concepts of officer safety; and

GH. an understanding of current patterns related to deaths and assaults on
peace officers.

REQUIRED TOPICS

The following topics shall be covered:

A. General factors affecting an officer’s response to a crime-in-progress call
to include:

1. eObserved v. dispatched

2. mMethods of response
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B,

C,

D,

3. eApproach

4. ~__Route selection

5. dDistance from the call/time lag

6. ftNature of the crime

7. gGeographic considerations

8. ;r/mpact of agency policy

Factors affecting an officer’s response to specific types of crime-in-
progress calls to include:

1. pProwler calls

2. bBurglary calls

3. ~Robbery calls

4. eShots-fired calls

Considerations for tactically responding to specific high-risk situations to
include:

1. b_Barricaded suspects

2. hHostage situations

3. ~Sniper assaults

4. f_Firebomb assaults

5. eContacts with persons under the influence of alcohol/drugs

Capabilities, limitations and proper use of body armor against firearms,
knives and other penetrating weapons

Roles and responsibilities of the contact officer and cover officer to
include:

1. dDesignating the contact officer and the cover officers

23-2



II1.

2. mM__aintaining communication

3. e./~ssuming and maintaining proper position

4. eAppropriately delegating responsibilities

5. f~Maintaining awareness of surroundings

F. Basic aspects of officer safety to include:

1. eCurrent patterns related to deaths and assaults on peace officers

2. {_The concept of "will to survive"

3. eO._.fficer actions after receiving a nonfatal wound

4. eO._fficer actions in officer-taken-hostage incidents

5. eOfficer actions in officer-ambush incidents when officer is on foot

6. eO__fficer actions in officer-ambush incidents when officer is in a
patrol car

REQUIRED TESTS

The following tests shall be administered:

A scenario test that requires the student to rcspc, nd to a ........... ~, .......
e~ demonstrate the skills necessary to effectively resoond and
investiaate a simulated prowler incident as the assigned.contact officer to
include~

Making a auiet and tactically sound aDoroach with the patrol car

Making a silent, undetected approach on foot

3_,. Effectively using cover and concealment during the approach on
foot and communicating with the cover officer

4_, Searching for. Iocatina and detainina the susDect(s~

5, Conducting a lawful search for weapons
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Interviewing the suspect(s) to establish sufficient probable cause
for an arrest

C-B.

7_._~ Using proper arrest techniaues without endanaering self or cover
offi ce_.__~r

A scenario test that requires the student to,...~N,,,." to ,~- o,,,,,.,...~,.-:--’ "^’^"
bu, u,.~, x-,,, ~., "~u ........ demonstrate the skills necessary_ to effectively
respond and investiaate a simulated buralarv-in orogress incident
involvinm suspect(s) concealed in a building to include:

,

,

,

,

6_,

7_.

9=~.,

10_~

11.

12~

13.

14.

Coordinating with other res0onding units

Makina a auiet and tactically sound approach with the patrol car

Making a silent and undetected aooroach on foot

Effectively usina cover and concealment during the foot aPProach
and exterior area search

Searching the exterior of the building and locating the ooint of entry

Requesting resources

Notifying assistinq units/disoatch of current status and
developments

Securing the perimeter and ordering anv possible occuoants out of
the buildina

Usino cover officer(s) and communicating a plan for the buildina
entw/search

Makinq a tactically sound building entrv

Using a systematic searchina method

Using safe tactics durina the search

Findinq and arresting any suspect(s}

Immediately removina any Suspect(s} from the buildina
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BC.

15. Comoleting the building search after any suspect(s) have been
removed

A scenario test that requires the student to,~o~v,,,," t,~ .... -, ,,-,,~,~, x-,,,~’"--" :-
l~’~jfes~J-ee~:lemonstrate the skills necessary to effectively respond and.
investigate a simulated robberv-in-~)roaress incident to include:

1. Coordinating with other resoonding units

2. Making a auiet and tactically sound ao~roach with the patrol car

3~ Making a silent and undetected aooroach on foot

4._,. Using and maintaining cover and/or concealment

5_,. Notifying assisting units and dispatch of current developments

6__, Maintaininq cover and/or concealment while surveyina the incident

7__,. Requestina and deploying additional resources to achieve full
perimeter containment

If approDriate, teleDhoning the location to direct any occupants out

Ordering the exiting occuDants to a Position of disadvantage and
handling them as susPects until identity is determined

10___~.Demonstratina safe arrest techniaues without endangering self or
cover officer

11. Securing the scene by comDletina a search of the oremises

A scenario test that requires the student to rcspc, nd ,,~,~,, ~.~. ...... y .....
e~:t~,~clemonstrate the ability to react appropriately to a simulated
ambush to include:

1.,. Usinq and maintaininq cover (attempting to exit the "kill zone" to the
extent Dossible~

2. Assessing the situation

Locating the susDect(s) and responding with an aDDroDriate level 
forc_~_.~e
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IV.

V¯

Communicating an action plan for the safe deployment of
resDondina units

All ~+,~l~,=Sl~ +.’I~;~L UI¢~L .... ~. ~,IP-i~

REQUIRED LEARNING ACTIVITIES

.... "-"" A" "’--~" ":--" ~+:,tuat:,Gr,:The student shall oarticioate in a learning
activity that reenforces an understandina of law enforcement response t;o
a variety of high-risk situations includina:

1_. Person with a gun

2. Shots-fired call

3. Officer down

4_+ Suspicious circumstances/unknown trouble

5_.+. Firebomb assault

6._,.

p: - ’ .......... ~--^"+ ......... :~- of~nd approprlata acamant ,,; par;mata: .... u ......... ,~, .... o .....
da~cr o~,:, ........ ~, .......... ,, .... ,, ....... u,-,-,~ ,,, prograsa The
student shall be given a series of drawinos, sketches¯ photographs or
other visual depictions of locations where a crime is allegedly in ~roaress.
The student will indicate, either verbally or in writincl:

1__=. A suqqested approach to the location

2. An effective p acement of per meter units

3. An___acceptable scene search pattern

HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of ho_8_.~D..U.£~ of instruction on handling
crimes-in-progress calls¯
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RESERVE TRAINING MODULE D

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #25
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE

April 1, 1997

INSTRUCTIONAL GOALS

The goals of instruction on Domestic Violence are to provide students with:

A._, an understanding of the domestic violence problem in California:

a knowledae of the essential elements of Penal Code Sections 13700 et.
seau. and 13519:

C.~. an understandina of the legislative intent that forms the basis for California
domestic violence statutes designed to increase law enforcement’s
responsibility to intervene, investiaate and resolve incidents of domestic
violence to include:

1__, Domestic violence is a serious crime

2._=. Laws must be enforced to provide maximum orotection to victims

3. Violent behavior in the home and within the family is criminal

D__= a knowledqe of domestic violence leaal definitions and terminology:

a knowledge of a oeace officer’s responsibility_ and authority in takina
enforcement action related to domestic violence incidents includina
procedures related to:
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1_.~. Felonies and misdemeanors

2__~. Pr vate person arrests:

F. an understanding that domestic violence is a serious crime and that law
enforcement has a duty to make arrests and offer orotection and
assistance to the victim:

G. the ability to safely respond, intervene, investigate and resolve domestic
viole c incidents"

H. an understanding of the nature, extent and dynamics of domestic

L. a knowledge of leaal riahts and remedies available to victims of domestic
violence"

J. a knowledge of private oerson arrest procedures:

K._.,. an understandinq of the components of a clear, accurate oolice reoort
documentina a domestic violence incident:

L__,. ~ knowledge of domestic violence reporting reauirements:

M._~. the abilil;y to conduct a thorouah oreliminary investigation of a domestic
viole ’nc’clent"

N__~. a knowledge of tenancy rights related to incidents of domestic violence:

O__L an understanding of the impact that law enforcement intervention in
domestic violence incidents may have on children:

P__,. a knowledge of the s~rvices and facil~ies available to victims and

Q. the ability to enforce statutes related to incidents of domestic violence:

R_..~. a knowledge of the types of court orders and enforcement procedures
applicable to domestic violence incidents.

S__,. the ability to enforce court orders whether the suspect is oresent or has
fled:
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I1.

T_~ a knowledge of cite-and-release procedures related to incidents_,of
domestic violence; and

U__.. the ability to Provide emergency assistance to victims of domestic
violence and assist in the pursuit of criminal justice options.

REQUIRED TOPICS

The following topics shall be covered:

..&
II I~,l~,,l’~lll I~:~ I~11E.~LI VV V~ I II I I~11 ll~r.4kl~JI I VV ILl I {;ill IT ] V ~IV~,.,I ~’¢~111,l~,~,*,a~

An overview of the domestic violence problem in California includino local
statistics

The provisions of Penal Code Section 13700 et. sea. and 13519 which
relate, to domestic violence response

The historical backaround of dqmestic violence laws including the
legislative intent

Domestic violence legal definitions and terminolooy to include:

Domestic violence

2. Abuse

Cohabitant

Family violence

Primaw aggressor

E. Legal duties imposed on peace officers to make arrests and offer
protection and assistance including guidelines for makino arresl;s

F. Techniques for handlinq domestic violence incidents that minimize the
likelihood of injun/to the officer and ~}romote the safety of the victim

A.

C.

D.
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G~

H._,.

I.~

J_.

K._,.

M.__~.

N_,.

P_.

Q.

R._,.

S.~..

T_.,

The nature and extent of domestic violence

The legal rights and remedies available to victims of domestic violence

Arrest by a private person in a domestic violence situation

Documentation, report writing and evidence collection

Tenancy issues and domestic violence

The im0act that law enforcement intervention in domestic violence
incidents may have on children

The services and facilities available to victims and batterem

The use and applications of criminal statutes in domestic violence
incidents

Verification and enforcement of temporary restraining orders whether the,
suspect is present or has fled

Types. verification and enforcement of restrainina/orotective court orders
to include;

1. Criminal protective/stay-away ordem

2. Emeraency protective orders

3. Domestic violence restraining orders

4. Civil protective orders by employers

The Domestic Violence Restraining Order System (DVROS)

The seizure of firearms and deadly weapons in domestic violence,
incidents

Cite-and-release policies

Emergency assistance to victims and how to assist victims in pursuing
criminal !ustice options
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III. REQUIRED TESTS

The following tests shall be administered:

A. The POST-constructed knowledge test for Learning Domain #25

B. A scenario test that requires the student to "--"’^ - ^:--’"^’A" ^_ :^
¯ ~’~o’,cnce i,’~cld~,’~t respond, intervene and investigate a simulated domestic
violence incident. The test shall minimally include:

1. Intervention and management of a domestic violence incident

Demonstration of knowledge of domestic violence laws and arrest
procedures

Controlling and interviewina involved Darties

4-. Compliance with reporting reauirements

Offer of orotection and assistance

6_. Demonstration of knowledge of victim services, legal rights and
remedies

Conductinq an effective preliminary investigation includina
evidence collection

8_. Demonstration of incident closure skills

C_._~.An exercise test reauirina the student to demonstrate the ability_ to veri~
the validity of a court order. The test shall minimally include the
requirement to verify the following:

A court stamp

A case control number

An expiration date

The person to be orotected

Ther oerson to be restrained
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IV.

E,~,

6_. A judqe’s sianature

7__~. Proof of service

An exercise test reauirina the student to demonstrate the ability to
determine the proper action when confronted with the enforcement of a
court order. The test shall minimally include:

1._,. Arrest or acceptance of a private person’s arrest

2. Proper enforcement of the terms of the order

3__,. Determination of the primary_ aaaressor in mutual orders

Arrest without a warrant for a violation of a protective order not
committed in the officer’s presence

An exercise test reauirina the student to demonstrate the knowledge and
ability to obtain an Emergency Protective Order. The test shall minimally

1. Determinina what party_ is eligible

2. Gr un s or is ance

3._,. Procedures to obtain the order

4_. Completion of the proper documents

5_. Scope and duration of the order

6~ Service of the order

7__,. Data entry into the Domestic Violence Restrainina Order System

~forms

LEARNING ACTIVITIES

i IGI;I,l~il,,#l;il.lt~#li Ill ~ Ir.,l~llll.r~ll.’l~d’~,A ,~ll~,~l~l,.],JIVll i~,l(;~Llll~ I,’~11,#F.A~I~*~IIIIJI.IIII.I ; Ir.,~’~:~lii~l

8,~%,

REQUIRED

A.
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VI.

VII__~.

Participation in a ~"^":’-’-’~,a~,,,,~,~.~, ~,o,.uo.~,~,,"’ ...... :^-, learning activity relating to proper
response to a domestic violence incident to include:

1~ Felony arrests

2~ Misdemeanor arrests

3__.. Use of citizen arrests

4_.L Verification and enforcement of temporary restraining orders when
the susoect is present and when the susoect has fled

5__.. Verification and enforcement of stay-away orders

6~ Cite-and-release 0olicies

7. Emerqency assistance to victims to include medical care.
transportation to a shelter, and law enforcement standbys for the
removal of oersonal prooertv

Assistance to victims in oursuina criminal options to include givino
the report number and directing victim to the prooer investigative
unit

9_. Providing written notice to victims at the scene

HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of 2 hours of instruction on domestic
violence.

This instruction is designed to satisfy the requirements for law enforcement
domestic violence traininq as required in Penal Code Se(;:tion 13519 when
combined with the provision of successful completion of the orereouisite of
Module C.

ORIGINATION DATE

January 1, 1996

REVISION DATES

April 1, 1997
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II.

RESERVE TRAINING MODULE D

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #26
UNUSUAL OCCURRENCES

April 1. 1997

INSTRUCTIONAL GOAL

The goals of instruction on Unusual Occurrences are to provide students with:

A. an understanding of peace officer responsibilities at the scene of a
disaster or unusual occurrence;

B. knowledge of how to effectively react to a bomb threat, suspected
explosive device and an explosion scene;

C. knowledge of how to effectively react to a fire emergency;

D. knowledge of how to effectively react to a variety of unusual occurrences
such as electrical wires down, road hazards, natural gas leaks, etc.;

E. knowledge of how to effectively react to an aircraft crash incident; and

F. a basic understanding of the Incident Command System (ICS).

REQUIRED TOPICS

The following topics shall be covered:

A. Peace officer responsibilities at the scene of a disaster or unusual
occurrence to include:

.

2.

3.

4.

5.

eAssumption of initial command

eEstablishing a perimeter/protecting the incident location

il_solating the hazard

mMaintaining ingress/egress control

i_lnitiation of appropriate notifications
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B,

C.

D=

E,

Peace officer responsibilities to be covered for the following scenes of
specific unusual occurrences:

1. eAircraft crash (both civilian and military)

2. eElectrical power emergencies

3. hHazardous road conditions (e.g. washout, landslide, flash flood)

4. d_QDamaged fire hydrant

5. gG_.as leaks

6. t_Traffic device malfunctions

7. e_Earthquake

8. fF’lood

9. eAnimal control problems

Fire emergencies to include:

1. eC_lasses of fires

2. mMethods of extinguishing fires

3. s_Safety considerations

Explosive incidents to include:

1. fRecognition of explosives/explosive devices

2. t~Bomb threats

3. eConsiderations regarding explosives and improvised explosive
devices

4. e_Explosion scenes

Incident Command System

1. f_Responsibilities of the initial responding officer
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II1.

IV.

V.

VII__L

2. t~__Basic components of the Incident Command System (ICS)

REQUIRED TESTS

The POST-constructed knowledge test for Learning Domain #26

REQUIRED LEARNING ACTIVITIES

’~--"^~-^’=-- :- "-^":’-’^" "~’ .... ~= .... ’-" g to ..... -’ .... ^-’^-~ .... "

^-"~" .... "-- "--’~^ ~" ..... " .... ’--="- "~-’’^^ =--"~ .... Given series ofw d~r~lllLit~l,.~l~*~l~,~ I ll~#’~,.~,~ I illr~l ~11%~ ~%~.#1~1¥~" ~,~V|~*~ Ill%,~lr~,~;IL~ a Or

pictures, videotapes, schemat cs or other dep ctions of different types of unusual
occur.rences, the student must participate in a facilitated discussion of how the
first officer on the scene should respond to minimize in!uries, loss of life and
property damage. The depictions must minimally include the following types of
actual or potential incidents:

1._= Civilian aircraft crash

2~ Military aircraft crash

3~ EarthQuake

4,. Flood

5._~. Suspected exl~losive device or explosion

6._,. Fires

HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of 4__.hours of instruction on unusual
occurrences.

ORIGINATION DATE

January 1, 1996

REV S ON DATES

April 1, 1997

26-3



RESERVE TRAINING MODULE D

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #27
MISSING PERSONS

APril 1. 1997

INSTRUCTIONAL GOALS

The goals of instruction on Missing Persons are to provide students with:

A. ~nc,’,’.",cC,3c an understandina of the statutory and regulatory obligations
associated with law enforcement’s initial response, investigative
procedures, and follow-up actions related to a missing person case;

G__B.an understanding of the need for sensitivity and effective communication
skills when handling a missing person case;

DC_. knc, w:c~.~c an understandina of th._ee methods of fo_~r conducting searches
for e missing persons;

~,’;,c,;;’~cd,3c an. understandina of the actions required to take when a
missing person is found.’_

an understanding of the severity of the missing person problem in
California and the importance of a thorough preliminaw investigation:

an understanding of missinq person definitions and related Penal Code
_statutes."

an awareness of the four broad categories of missing person cases;

an understanding of the duty to accept any report of a missina person;

an understanding of the elements of an effective preliminary investigation;

an understanding of the elements of a thorouah interview of a missinq
person reporting party:
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I1.

K~ an awareness of the information that should be in a "Be on the Lookout"
(BOL~ broadcast;

an understandina of the reasons for makina a thorough search of a
reoorted missina child’s home and yard or last known location at the
outset of an investigation; and

an understanding of the conditions which influence law enforcement’s
level of response to a report of a missina Person.

REQUIRED TOPICS

The following topics shall be covered:

AT.

G, I,J~I|’~.lil.,~ ILV II~IV¥ ~111TI.~’I’~,~III~BIIL IT..,,,~UlLIII~ IIVIHi ~1~ I,Jl’*,~*J’.~! r.AI II.I ’l~olI’l~ot,.~l, lV~.,,

B-:,
~£--:--~n ~A.~-- A,.A--~4"

¢:~,~ s.,,i,.m [..41 i,,,,,i ~ll.Ul:lt.i~ll i,,,~ VVI Jl’,,,,i J ii ilit,~,,.i i~ I.I I~. I I¢~lg.lL.,iiq~ I~i i’,~l ql..Al.~..i iI, s..,i I~l iCIV¥
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cIi is..4 ~.Ji l’*.Jl.~, ’..~I~UOk*’ULI’~JII

C~ L. 4: ~:~;--~ ~^~
~M,.;__A~A~.i~ A ’i~Am ~A~ ~

~

Au,,.,,,,=,~,., :,nfc;’,-nat=,e,n syste.ms ....... to

The severi~ of the missina Demon problem in California

B__~. Reasons for a thorough preliminary investiaation including:

1. Law enforcement’s resoonsibility to orivate persons

2. Emotional crisis of family members

3. A potential criminal investiaation

C. The obligations associated with law enforcement’s initial response

1._,. Duty to accept or assist the reporting Barry regardless of iurisdiction

2._,. Priority of res0onse

3‘ Issuance of the Department of Justice release form for
dental/medical records: and Dhotoaraoh

4~ Initiatinq an investigation

D__~. Reasons why officers should exhibit sensitivity when handling missin,q
person cases

1. Private person’s feelinqs of helplessness, trauma, fear and anger

2. ~tions

3‘ Private Demon’s unfamiliarity with law enforcement procedures

E__,. Categories of missing Demons includina:

27-3



F,~,

Involu.ntary Missing

Parental abduction

Runaw.~ay

Unknown missing

Missing person definitions and related Penal Code statutes

1_. Definitions

a__=. Child

b__=. Dental or medical records or x-rays

c_. Dispatcher

d~ "Evidence that a Demon is at risk"

e_. Missina oerson

f. Involuntary_ missing

g~ Parental abduction

h__,. Runaway

i_. Unknown missing

L Suspicious circumstances

Leaal statutes

California Penal Code Sections 270.5.277. 278. 278.5. 279.
14205. 14206. 14207. 14209. 14210. 14213

b._,. California Welfare and Institutions Code Sections 207 and
601

c~ 42 United States Code (USC) Section 779 subsection 3702

d~ Health and Safety_ Code Section 10254
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H_,

K

L._,.

The duty to accept any report of a missinq person

The elements of an effective oreliminary investiaation including

1~ Verification that report is for a missina person case

2. Classification of missing person case

3__,. Identification of existence of suspicious circumstances

Obtainina missing Demon description, recent photoaraDh, and
release waiver

5. Efforts to locate missing person

6~ Notification of a supervisor or investigator

7~ Other agency notifications

8__,. Completion of the reDort

Components of a thorough interview of a missina Demon reporting Dartv

1__,. Sensitivity to the situation

2_,. Application of effective interview techniaues

3._,. Identification of all relevant information

4__,. Recognition of conflict and inconsistency in interview

Identification of the actions that can be taken to locate the subiect

Search

Notification of other aaencies

"Be on the Lookout" (BOL~ broadcast

The information that should be in a "Be on the Lookout" (BOL~ broadcast

Methods of searching for missina persons
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II1.

M._=. The reasons for makinq a thorough search of a reloorted missina child’~
home and yard or last known location at the outset of an investiqation

N__=.Conditions that influence law enforcement’s level of response to a report
of a missina Demon

2. Family and social environment

3_. Missina oerson’s knowledae of the area

4. Sus0Jcious circumstances

5. Mental. emotional, medical or ohvsical condition

6.

7~ Resources available to missing person

8__=. Length of time oerson has been missing

9. Parental custody status

O. Actions to take when missing oerson is found including:

1. Com~)liance with oenal code notification requirements

2. Cancel any automated system entries and "Be on the Lookout
Broadcast"

Notify the reporting party

4. Notify_ the aqency who took the report if different than the locating

5. Noti~ all agencies involved in the investigation

REQUIRED TESTS

T LG n,’~c-",- .... ~...-,~.~ t ...... I^.~-~ ~-~^~ t^. , .... :--, .-.~,,- ..................... ~ ................. ~ Dc,,7,am #27
None
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IV.

V*

VI.

VII__~

REQUIRED LEARNING ACTIVITIES

None

HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of 4 hours of instruction on missing
persons.

ORIGINATION DATE

January 1, 1996

REVISION DATES

Aoril 1. 1997
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RESERVE TRAINING MODULE D

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #28
TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT

Aoril 1. 1997

INSTRUCTIONAL GOALS

The goals of instruction on Traffic Enforcement are to provide students with:

A. knowledge of and ability_ to visually recognize commonly-enforced traffic
laws;

B. the skills necessary to effectively direct and control traffic; and

C. knowledge of laws and procedures related to driving under the influence
enforcement.

REQUIRED TOPICS

The following topics shall be covered:

A.

B.

C.

D.

E.

F.

G.

H.

I.

J.

Unsafe vehicle violations

Rig ht-of-way violations

Stopping and turning violations

Passing a stopped school bus violation

Following too closely violation

Unsafe passing violations

Unrestrained occupant violations

Pedestrian violations

Authority to remove vehicles

Preparing a storage and impound report
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III.

K,

L.

M.

N.

Vehicle Code laws governing arrest

Information necessary to complete a traffic citation

Court procedures for processing a citation

Purpose for violator’s signature on citation

REQUIRED TESTS

The following tests shall be administered:

A. The POST-constructed knowledge test for Learning Domain #28

g
A A AI.. &

E-B. An exercise test that requires the student to conduct a field sobriety test
that shall minimally test the student’s ability_ to:

Articulate a proper location for the test and why that location is
aDoroDriate

2. Articulate the obiective observations of signs or symotoms of
intoxication or drug use

3__=. Explain and demonstrate a series of field sobriety_ tests that may
include a minirn~Jm of three of the following tests:

a~ Proper techniques of balance

b_=. Divided attention

c.

e. Horizontal and vertical Gaze Nystagmus test(s~
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IV.

Document verbally or in writing the general observations and test
observations that would support the reasonable belief that the test
sub!ect is under the influence of alcohol or druas

REQUIRED LEARNING ACTIVITIES

A, The student will partic ate in a ................... ~=,d,,,u .......... u ...... u
.......... u ........ ~ ...... u ..... y ..... learnina activity that will reinforce the
student’s understanding of safe techniques of lightinq and extinguishing a
hiahway flare including:

Removina the flare cao to expose the striking (liahtina) Dlate and
placing the cao on the opposite end of the flare

2.~, Holding the flare at arms length while contactina and holding the
flare against the striking plate

3.~, Turning the face from the striking area before liqhting the flare and
movina it away from the body

Extinguishina lit flares that are safe to touch by tapping the burning
end against the pavement

5. Never throwina, kickina or unsafely handling lit flares

6._.. Properly disposina of extinauished flares

The student will participate in a "--:’:’-’--’,=,.,,,,=,~... ,.,~..uoo,,~,’~: ......’^-, ,--u ...... g a
al ............ in;’~st:,gat:,c.n learnina activity_ that will reinforce the
student’s understandina of definitions, laws and procedures related to
Driving Under the Influence (DUI) arrests including:

1.

2__..

3~

._.%

5.

Legal definitions and terminology

Vehicle Code sections and related statutes

Detention and arrest procedures including the development of
probable cause and reasonable suspicion including field tests

Evidence recognition, collection and preservation procedures

Report writing reauirements
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V,

VI.

Vllm

C. The student will participate in a ,_^,,:,_,^.4 .~: ...... : .... :.,__,,~ .......................... prc~cntc, t;c,n,

"--~’ .... =--~’~-’~ ̂ :--^’- ~’--=":-=-* ̂ -" ...... :---~^":^^ lear i ti it,,=,,,,- =o,,,w ,,=,,,~ .-,u,,=,o, ,,-,~,,,,u,,, =,,,, -,~,,,,,,u ,,,.,,,.,.3 n na ac v v
that will reinforce the student’s understandina of techniques to effectively
direct and control traffic using hand sianals, flashlights and warning
devices including:

1__,. The procedures related to the use of hand signals and flashlights to
safely control the stoooing, startina or turning of vehicular and
pedestrian traffic

2__,. Alternative methods that can be employed using traffic control
devices, vehicles or other available eeuioment to safely control
traffic movement

D. The student will properly complete a storage/impound report and
demonstrate an understanding of the legal authority_ for the towinq of
vehicles from oublic and private property

E__~. The student will DroDerlv complete a Notice to AoDear

HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of 7 hours of instruction on traffic
enforcement.

ORIGINATION DATE

January 1, 1996

REVISION DATES

April 1, 1997
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II.

RESERVE TRAINING MODULE D

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #29
TRAFFIC ACCIDENT INVESTIGATION

April 1. 1997

INSTRUCTIONAL GOALS

The goals of instruction on Traffic Accident Investigation are to provide
students with:

....... ~,,,~, ,,, a knowledqe of an officer’s responsibilities at the scene of a
traffic collision;

B. the-skills ~ fteeded to manage the scene of a traffic collision;

C. th~ ’ ...... ’~" .... .~ ̂ ,.=,, .... .~_.~ = ..... ,:__,^ ,._~.^ A^,,:.= .... ,,-^,

e ................... ,, ....... ,. ...... f t~ ........... , .... the ability_ to
conduct a traffic collision investigation:

D. thc ’ .... ,A.~ .... .~ ̂ ,.:,, .... ,_.~ ........ ,.^~._ ̂ ^,,=^=_- -,._,_,. --.,

repe .

D__~. the abili~ to prepare an accurate, legible traffic collision sketch which
records the officer’s opinion as to how the collision occurred:

E. the ability to write a traffic coUision reDort: and

F__~. an understand ng o.f traffic collision terminology.

REQUIRED TOPICS

The following topics shall be covered:

A. Traffic collision scene management responsibilities includina:

t~ Establishinq accident scene priorities and developing a plan of

2__=. Identifyino and controlling scene hazards
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B,

C,

D.

4.

5,

Providinq first aid for the injured oarties

Protecting the collision site

Evaluating and reauesting additional assistance if needed

1 a~illV,.~, %..l~Jlli,~;.~il l~lVl,~,,,~l.l~r.,ALl.,,Ji i lll~,~,l~..I.,~lil I ~ ~.ll,~ W,,~.~ll~T~,q*l~,l i ~ll~,,A ~JJ~*.~l v~t.a%.lji VI

e~idenee Tasks associated with traffiC collision investigation including:

1. Identifvina and oreservina collision evidence

2__=. Information aatherina and interviewinq of involved parties,
oassenaers or witnesses

3__=. Establishing the Doint(s~ of imoact/area{s) of impact

4. Determining the primary collision factor

P~cp~,~ing c, "-^~’-,, ,,,,,~. w,,,~,~,,^^":-:--, ~,,~,,,,, The comoonents of a legible traffic
collision sketch that records the officer’s opinion as to how the collision
occurred including:

1_. Comoass direction

2._=. Basic measurements of the roadway

3. AooroDriate symbols/illustrations

4. Point(s) of imoact/area(s) of impact

5. Travel oaths of vehicles and parties involved

6__=. Reference points and direction

7__=. Items labeled aDDropriately (oarties. streets, sions, etc.)

........ ~ ......... v,,,.~,~, ....~,~,,, The components of a traffic collision report

1. Descriotion o.f. injuries

Identification of involved Darties and vehicles
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III.

3-. Time and location of collision events

4-. Chronology of the collision events

Elements uniaue to hit-and-run and drivina-under-the-influence

6. Prima~ and associated collision factors

7_. poinl;(s~ of imoact/area(s~ of impact

8_, Scene sketch

E__~. Law enforcement responsibilities at a traffic collision scene including:

1. Protection of injured ~)arties and the collision site

Performance of inves~;igative tasks

Completion of the traffic collision report

F._~. Traffic collision terminology

REQUIRED TESTS

The following tests shall be administered:

~̄lllll~llr.,41~,~ LIIGIIII"*,,F "*,#~JIIIgl~#ll I IIIil~.~.l~C~iJk~ I.II1~ ~,~.#III.¯,]IVll t ~11".1 ~/l%~l~#~lr~., r..,4 i~,.#~#~ll.

C ",~- "- "

An exercise test that requires the demonstration of the following:

An understanding of an officer’s resDonsibilities at a traffic collision scene

a. Prol;ection of injured parties and the collision site
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2...~

3.~.

4.~.

b__,. Performance of investigative tasks

c. Completion of a traffic collision reoort

The ability_ to manage a traffic collision scene including:

a. Establishina scene priorities and developinq a elan of action

b...,. Identifvina and controlling scene hazards

c. Providing first aid for the in!ured parties

d~ Protecting the collision site

e. Evaluating and reauestina additional assistance if needed

The ability to perform traffic collision investigative tasks including:

Identifvina and Dreserrvina collision evidence

Information aatherina and interviewing of involved parties or
witnesses

c. Establishing the Doint(s~ of imDact/area(s) of impact

Determining the Drimarv collision factor

¯ The ability to comolete a traffic collision report including:

a__,. DescriDtion of injuries

b. Identification of involved parties and vehicles

c_. Time and location of collision events

d~ Chronoloav of the collision events

Elements unique to hit and run and drivinq under the influence
colli_.___sions

f. Primary and associated collision factors

Point(s) of imDact/area(s~ of impact
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IV.

V*

VI.

h~ Scene sketch

The ability to comolete a legible traffic collision sketch that records the
officer’s opinion as to how the collision occured which includes:

a~ Comoass direction

b__=. Basic measurements of the roadway

c_. Approoriate svmbols/iIlustratio ns

d__=. Point(s) of impact/area(s~ of imDact

e._~. Travel paths of vehicles and oarties involved

f_. Reference ooints and direction

Items labeled aoorooriatelv (oarties. streets, sians, etc.~

REQUIRED LEARNING ACTIVITIES

Nene
Given a simulated traffic collision problem, the student will oarticioate in a
learnina activity that will reinforce the student’s understandina of traffic collision
investigative techniaues including:

1._,. Determinina comDass direction

2__,. Methods to determine the Doint(s) of imoact]area(s) of imoact

3__,. Identification of ohvsical evidence

4__= Scene measurement techniaues

HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of 12 hours of instruction on traffic
accident investigation.

ORIGINATION DATE

January 1. 1996
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RESERVE TRAINING MODULE D

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #30
PRELIMINARY INVESTIGATION

ADdll. 1997

INSTRUCTIONAL GOALS

The goals of instruction on Preliminary Investigation are to provide students
with:-

anC ̂ --=^" ..... ; ...... " .... ""^- =*’^-" "’--""" ^-"’ di=~o ................. ,.~. ............. ,..,,, ..,,,. an understan ng of the
nature of Sudden Infant Death Syndrome (SIDS) and the handling 
cases involving the sudden deaths of infants;

the knowledge and skills needed to provide accurate and effective
courtroom testimony;

ability to locate the common types of evidence found at a crime scene and
identify_ the correct methods of collectina, oreserving, markina and
packaaina the evidence:

the ability to conduct an effective interview and an understandinq of
interview techniaues:

an understanding of current case decisions related to interrogations and
the ability to demonstrate effective interrogation techniaues;

F__=~* knowledge of the roles and resoonsibilities of a peace officer in a criminal
investigation including the eight components of a preliminary investigation;

G,~ the ability to identify indicators of death and identify the correct course of
action in a death investigation:

the ability to understand and aoolv a~oroDriate investigative techniques to
distinct types of crimes: and
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I1.

L. the ability to conduct a comolex investigation such as sexual assault, child
abuse¯ neglect or sexual exploitation.

REQUIRED TOPICS

The following topics shall be covered:

IIIILIIGII I;IT,,hl*lVl I’J I.~,/ IJ~ I.r.~l~l i VVll~ll w~,gl I~,J~.&I~A,I*II I~:~ IGl I.#lV,.siiiIIII ICll y IIl¥~l~l~r..411.11,Ji i

Eight comoonents of a oreliminary investiqation including:

,.,,,,,,,,,,,,u ,,,,,.~ t,, ,,,.,,,,,~ ~cene

Proceed safely to the scene

2__,. Determine need for emeraencv medical services and aid any
injured 0ersons

3__,. Verify that a crime, if any. has occurred

4~ Identify and arrest the oerpetrator(s~, if aDDrooriate

5__,. As soon as oossJble, provide dispatch with any susoect information
including 0hysical descriDtions, direction of flight, mode of travel.
and other 0ertinent information

6_. Contain and Drotect the crime scene and cause the proper
collection of evidence

7_. Locate and interview witnesses and identify other sources of
information

8__,. Collect all available information necessarv to write a clear and
accurate reoort (who. what. when. where, why and how~

B. Courtroom demeanor and testimony

C. Techniques for investigating ""--LII~ tAil--’’’:----I~llVV¥ II I~::~ al~l.~,v IJ~’.~ ..... "1~ :-- A:’~----’I’A

crimes including:

1. eAuto theft
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6E.

F.~,

2. bBurglary

~1111.*,~ I~tk,.#"~l~%~l I I’~.~II~,,"~,L ~ I;~l i%,~ ,~,~%~1i~1%~,~Jl"~JIl*~l.l~l ~

63. gGrand theft

Death recognition

Techniques for investiqating the followina deaths including:

1_.=.

3. Sudden Infant Death Syndrome (SIDS~

Manslaughter

Accidental deaths

Techniques for investigatina crimes against persons includina:

:FI. k~Kidnapping

82. p.Poisoning

93. f_Robbery

Techniques for investigatinq complex crimes including:

-1-e1_=.eSexual assault

2~ Child abuse, neglect and sexual exploitation

12. "’:-:’~^

Case decisions related to interroaations
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II1.

I. Effective interrogation techniques

REQUIRED TESTS

The following tests shall be administered:

A. The POST-constructed knowledge test for Learning Domain #30

An exercise test that reauires the student to systematically search a
simulated crime scene and generate crime scene notes and a crime
scene sketch. The exercise shall minimally test the sl;udent’s ability to:

Use a systematic method to search the scene and recover all items
of evidence

2,~L Generate crime scene notes that document observations, scene
conditions and investigative actions

3~ Generate a crime scene sketch that includes measurements,
reference ooints, identification of evidence, a leqend and the
direction of north

4,~. Locate latent and Dlastic prints placed on objects of yawing texture
and color

5. Complete the necessary, forms generally utilized by law
enforcement to insure the chain of custody

C. An exercise test which requires the student to identify the types of
information and community resources that may assist SIDS survivors.
The exercise shall minimally reauire the student to explain:

A. SIDS facts to involved parties, as aooroDriate

B_=. Required investigative tasks and need for comolete investigation

C._.=. Availability of local and regional SIDS survivor suDoort grouDs

D__=. How to make a referral to the county_ Dublic health nurse
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E__~. Which State aqencies are resoonsible for SIDS education, SIDS
survivor counseling and suoDort

D.

r"
i ,

C,

HE.

F___~.How to notify county coroner s off ce/medlcal exam ners office.

A scenario test that requires the student to conduct a preliminary
investigation of a simulated crime scene. The scenario shall minimally
test the student’s ability_ to:

Proceed safely to the scene

2. Determine need for emeraency medical services and aid any
injured oersons

3. Verify that a crime, if any, has occurred

4_, Identify and arrest the Derpetrator(s), if apDrooriate

5. As soon as possible, orovide disDatch with any suspect information
inlcudinq physical descriDtions, direction of flight, mode of travel,
and other pertinent information

6,~%. Contain and Drotect the crime scene and cause the proper
collection of evidence

Locate and interview witnesses and identify other sources of
information

8.~%, Collect all available information necessary_ to write a clear and
accurate report (who, what. when. where, why and how)

A scenario test which requires the student to perform the tasks required of
an officer conducting a preliminary investigation of a sexual assault. -I-h_._ee
scenario shall minimally test the student’s ability_ to:
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JG.

ADDIV laws related to sex crimes

2_. Maintain an objective attitude towards the investigation of sex
crimes

Understand the behavioral, emotional or physical reaction of the
sex crime victim

Prioritize and perform investiaative tasks

Conduct a comDrehensive interview with the victim

Interrogate the suspect and obtain a confession

7. Collect evidence from 1;he Suspect

A scenario test which requires the student to perform the tasks required of
an officer conducting a preliminary investigation of a homicide. Th___ee
scenario shallminimallv test the student’s ability_ to:

Perform initial response actions

Determine if medical assistance is needed

Check for sians of life

4. Determine death based uoon ob!ective signs

5. Classify the mode of death

Determine the need for and summon assistina oersonnel or a
supervisor

7. Manage and protect a crime scene

A scenario test which requires the student to perform the tasks required of
an officer conducting a preliminary investigation of a either a child abuse,
child neglect, or child sexual exploitation. The scenario shall minimally
test the student’s abili~ to conduct investigations to include:

Establishina elements of the crime

Protecting the child’s safety_
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IV.

3__~. Identifyinq the suspect

4_=. ~ witnesses

5~ Recoverina physical evidence, photographs and statements

6~ Demonstratinq a knowledge of child abuse reporting procedures

7__,. Demonstratina a knowledge of the contents in a child abuse report

Effectively interviewing a child who may have been a victim of child
abuse or sexual assault to include:

.a_.). Gaininq the child’s confidence

Remainina neutral in the interview

Speaking to the child in a level the child understands

9~ Taking the child into protective custody

K A ..... :^ ,^^, ,..L:_L ..... ~.__ ,~.^ _,..,~__, ,_ ----.t^.-- ,~.-- ,---. ....... :---’~ C.f
¯ Etv~,~l~l IIGII I~ I L~I~ WVlllll,~l I III~,~I,~IIF~.O~ I.I Iliad ~l.l~l~l~llL IL"~I IJ~ll~,~ll III I.I1~ I.¢~,~l~*~ ]~*~11~111~4

REQUIRED LEARNING ACTIVITIES

A. Participation in a .... learning activity relating to actions
which should be taken during the preliminary investigation of a SIDS
death

B. Participation in a .... learnine activity relating to actions
which should be taken during the preliminary investigation of a kidnapping
including a felonious assault on the victim(s)

C. Participation in a .... learnina activity relating to actions
which should be taken during the preliminary investigation of a robbery

D. Participation in a .... learning activity relating to actions
which should be taken during the preliminary investigation of an
unattended death including the factors that indicate suicide

E. Participation in a "’ " " learning activity relating to actions
which should be taken during the preliminary investigation of an auto theft
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V,

VI.

vii.

which includes the specific elements of burglary and grand theft

F. Participation in a fac~’Jt=tcd di3c’,~3;:,~,n learning activity relating to actions
which should be taken during the preliminary investigation of a poisoning

G. Participation in a d:,;c~:3;=,Gn/crff’,q.’.’c learnina activi~ involving ef one or
more simulated interviews or interrogations

H. Participation in a simulated criminal trial by providing or critiquing
testimony

HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of 36 hours of instruction on
preliminary investigation.

ORIGINATION DATE

January 1, 1996

REVISION DATES

April 1, 1997
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I1.

RESERVE TRAINING MODULE D

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #33
PERSON SEARCHES/BATON

April 1, 1997

INSTRUCTIONAL GOALS

The goal of instruction on Person Searches/Baton are to provide students with:

A. -- ,, .............. ~ ....... the knowledge, skill and abilitv needed to
conduct a person search including a search of a member of the opposite
sex;

.......... , ....... u ......... the knowledge, skill and ability_ needed to

.effectiveLy_ use restraint devices;

C. an ............... ~ ......... the knowledge, skill and ability needed to
effectively_ position and transport prisoners;

D. the ability to use weaponless defense techniques to control a resisting
prisoner or suspect;

E. the knowledae, skill and ability to use the baton to control a resisting
prisoner or suspect; and

F. the knowledge, er~-skill and abilitv needed to act as cover officer while
another officer searches a suspect.

REQUIRED TOPICS

The following topics shall be covered;

A. Techniques and methodologies for C-%onducting a person search

B. Searching a person of the opposite sex

C. Providing cover for the officer doing the search

D. Use of restraint devices

E. Transporting prisoners
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II1.

F. Weaponless defense techniques to include:

1~ Control hold(s)

2~ Takedown techniaue(s)

3~ Carotid restraint techniaues includina first aid

G. Use of the baton

H. Weapon retention

L Gun takeawav

REQUIRED TESTS

The following tests shall be administered:

An exercise test that requires the student to act as cover officer for
another officer searching a suspect

B. An exercise test that requires the student to search a suspect

C. An exercise test that requires the student to handcuff single and multiple
suspects

D. An exercise test that requires the student to position prisoners in a vehicle
for transportation to another location

E. An exercise test that requires the student to demonstrate a control hold

F. An exercise test that requires the student to demonstrate a take down

G. An exercise test that requires the student to demonstrate the carotid
restraint

H. An exercise test that requires the student to demonstrate a front and rear
gun take away from a suspect armed with a handgun

I. An exercise test that requires the student to demonstrate a gun retention
technique with the officer’s handgun in hand and in the holster

A*
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J. An exercise test that requires the student to demonstrate the use of the
baton

IV. REQUIRED LEARNING ACTIVITIES

None

V. HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of 42 hours of instruction on person
searches and use of the baton.

VI. ORIGINATION DATE

January 1, 1996

VII. REVISION DATES

April 1, 1997
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II.

RESERVE TRAINING MODULE D

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #36
INFORMATION SYSTEMS

April 1, 1997

INSTRUCTIONAL GOALS

The goals of instruction on Information Systems are to provide students with:

A. an understanding of the type of information contained in the local, state
and national information systems ~ accessible to California law
enforcement agencies;

B. knowledge of the minimum information requirements for generating a
system inquiry related to the followina categories:

1__=. Wanted oersons

2__=. Property, vehicles and firearms

3__=. Criminal histories

4~ DMV information

5. Miscellaneous information:

C. an understanding of the laws relating to access and dissemination of
information from the system; and

D. an ,,, ..... =, ,~,,,u know edge of the Ca forma Department of Justice
policies and procedures c~f "=’- ~--^’~-^~" -= "’~’=^^..... ¯ ~v" ............ ".’~ .... regarding the use. of
information systems including verification, confirmation, and access

REQUIRED TOPICS

The following topics shall be covered:

A. California Penal Code and California Government Code sections
governing access and dissemination of information from the system
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B. California Department of Justice policies and procedures governing
access, dissemination, and verification of system information

II1.

IV.

C, National Crime Information Center (NCIC) policies and procedures
governing access, dissemination, and verification of system information

D, The minimum information needed to search the criminal justice database
for information about persons, vehicles/vessels, property, and firearms.

REQUIRED TESTS

The POST-constructed knowledge test for Learning Domain #36

REQUIRED LEARNING ACTIVITIES

The student will participate in a learning activity that simulates an incident in
which information is required to comolete a oreliminary investiaation. The
activity shall reinforce the student’s knowledge and understanding of the tyoes of
information accessible to law enforcement through local, state and national
information systems. During the activity the student shall demonstrate a
knowledcle of the minimum information reGuirements for generating a system
inGuirv related to the following categories:

1~ Wanted Dersons

2_. Prooerty, vehicles and firearms

3_. Criminal histories

4~ DMV information

5_._:. Miscellaneous information
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VI.

VII__.=.

HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of 4 hours of instruction on
information systems.

ORIGINATION DATE

January 1, 1996

REVISION DATES

April 1. 1997
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II.

RESERVE TRAINING MODULE D

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #38
GANG AWARENESS

Aoril 1. 1997

INSTRUCTIONAL GOALS

The goals of instruction on Gang Awareness are to provide students with:

A. knowledge of the types of gangs in California;

B. an understanding of gang culture and dynamics;

C. an understanding of the law enforcement methods that are useful in
supressing gang activity;

D. knowledge of criteria which can assist in identifying suspected gangs,
gang subgroups, gang crimes, and individual gang members;

E. knowledge of how to interpret graffiti and other gang communications;

F. an understanding of how to identify gang territory;

G. an understanding of the importance of appropriate and thorough
documentation of both gang members and gang activities;

H. an understanding of officer safety i~suc~ p~,-t=,cu’,~; tc~ ~,,, ,u .........
techniques in qang-related contacts, detentions and arrests: and

I. knowledge of laws related to criminal gang activity.

REQUIRED TOPICS

The following topics shall be covered:

A. Categories and types of gangs

1. Street (Hispanic, Bblack,-W~hite, Asian, multi-racial)

2. Organized crime
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B,

C.

D.

E,

F°

3. _Outlaw Mmotorcycle

4. Prison

How gangs attract and hold members

Gang culture and ~ dynamics

Indicators of aana-related m,~riminal activity

Victim is a gang member

Suspect is a eana member

3. T vr)e of crime

5. Suspect descriotions with emphasis on teenagers and vouna adults

6~ Location of crime (hanaout. territory)

7. Type of vehicle(s~

8__,. Victim or witness ooinions

9~ Gang attire

10. SIo ns ha dsi ns

Methods to reduce the impact of aangs:

1__,. Suooression

2~ Enforcement

3. Investigation

4. Prosecution

Indicators of aang territory_
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H.

.

2.

1.

2.

3.

Gang

1.

2._=.

4_.

7.

8_.

g..~%-

I0__~.

11_~.

Graffiti

Violent crime

Active aana members

Member Identification

Admission of aana membership or association

Observed associating with known gang members on a regular
basis

Tattoos indicating gang membership

Gang clothina, symbols, etc., that identify_ the person with a specific
agaDg

Pictured in a photograoh with known gana members and/or
observed using gana-related hand sians

Name is on a gang document, hit list. or aang-related araffiti

Identification as a gang member by a reliable source

Arrested in the company of identified gana members or affiliates or
participates in a gang-related crime

Corresponds with known gang members or writes and/or receives=
corresoondence about gang activities

Writes about aangs (graffiti) on walls, books, papers, etc.

Attendance at gang functions or known aang hanaouts

How-to-i~=fpf~ Interpretina gang communications

1.~. Specific individual or aana involved
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III.

IV.

2~

3~

-14_.

-36_.

Neiqhborhood or area

Indicators of oe:nding or Past aang conflicts

Graffiti

Tattoos

Other types of communication

I. Officer safety ~techniaues in qang-related contacts,
detentions and arrests v ......... ,~, - ...... ’--"

J. Laws related to gangs and gang activity

REQUIRED TESTS

Non~

REQUIRED LEARNING ACTIVITIES

A

The student will Darticioate in a learning activity to reinforce knowledge of
local/regional gana dynamics including recent trends. Topics shall include:

1,~.,

2.~..

3_.

4.

5~

Cateaories of aanas (e.g.. street gangs, organized crime aanas, outlaw
motorcycle ganas and Prison gangs)

TvDes of street gangs (e.a.. Hispanic, white, black, Asian, multi-racial

Reasons for gana membership

Characteristics common to most aangs

Common criminal activities
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Vl.

VII___~.

Suppression, investigation, enforcement and prosecution tactics and
techniaues

7. Officer safety techniaues in qana-related contacts, detentions and arrests

HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of 8__.bouts of instruction on gangs.

ORIGINATION DATE

January 1, 1996

REVISION DATES

APril 1. 1997
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II.

RESERVE TRAINING MODULE D

SPECIFICATIONS FOR LEARNING DOMAIN #41
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS AWARENESS

April 1. 1997

INSTRUCTIONAL GOALS

The goals of instruction on Hazardous Materials Awareness are to provide
students with:

A, the ability to recognize whet hazardous materials are; the risks and
negative outcomes of hazardous materials incidents presell; and
describe the difference in roles between the Ffirst R-_responder at the
~awareness and the F first Rresponder at the E)operational level

B, the ability to recognize a hazardous materials incident through basic
clues, warning signs, placards, labels, shipping papers and material safety
data sheets; .._.,A.^,__., "’-----d f^- - --^=" ..... "-"" -"=" ’" .... "

E)_C.t~ a knowledoe of F_first R_responder #~awareness
actions;: ~ understanding the need for safety, a positive safety_
attitude, defining a safe approach to a hazardous materials incident.
isolation, and making the required notifications to mitigate a hazardous
materials incident

the ability to identify the purpose and need to safely, initiate command; cite
basic identification and assessment techniques; understand the use of the
Dcpc,-t, mc;;,t c,f T,-cr,:~pc,,-t, ct/c,r, North American Emergency Response
Guidebook (current {gE~: NAERG) for basic action planning.

REQUIRED TOPICS

The following F_first Rresponder Aawareness level topics shall be covered and
the instruction shall be delivered by an instructor certified by the California
Specialized Training Institute in accordance with Title 19 of the California Code
of Regulations, Chapter 1, Subchapter 2, Section -25-~253_~:

A, Introduction of hazardous materials at the F_first Rresponder Aa_wareness
level to include:
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B.

1. oOverview of local hazardous materials problems

2. d__Differences and similarities between hazardous materials
incidents and other emergencies

3. ,~._ ,--,_.-, ..... : ..... k_.^ Reaulatorv aaencies which provide

definitions ~ for hazardous materials, hazardous
chemicals, hazardous substances and hazardous waste

4. United Nations hazard classificatione

5. mMultiple hazards and adverse effects of hazardous materials

6. eCommon local hazardous materials spills, locations and response
problems

7. l~Primary first-responder role which shall include a safe and
competent response to a hazardous materials incident within
awareness level, resources and capabilities

8. dDefinition of F first F~responder Aa_wareness

9. d_QDefinition of F_first t~responder eg_perational

10. e_Essential tactical operations for F_first R-_responder Aawareness
and eo._perations

11. eOverview of pertinent hazardous materials authorities and
regulations

Hazardous materials recognition and safety to include:

wWays hazardous materials incidents are reported

bBasic hazardous materials recognition clues

hHazardous materials outward warning signs

}Locations where hazardous materials are manufactured,
transported, stored, used and disposed

5. ~T_ypical hazardous materials container shapes and packaging

,

2.

3.

4.
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C,

D,

6. DOT placard and labeling system

7. {Types, location and content of Material Safety Data Sheets
(MSDS) and shipping papers

8. ~Safety upon recognition, including positive safety attitudes and
safe approach tactics

9. wWays hazardous materials incidents can cause death or injury to
hazardous materials personnel

National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) 704 standard

Concepts of safety, isolation and notification to include:

1. First F~responder/~awareness and-eo_perational level basic
response requirements~

2. f_.First on scene safe initial actions

53. ~Safe approach distance guides

-34_. hHow to conduct a safe assessment

45. eEssential field Safety guides (do’s and don’ts)

r-~6_, i/solation and entry denial tactics

6Z. ~_RRelationship of perimeters and zones to scene safety and
isolation, including proper terms and differences

7-8. i[dentification of hazardous materials resources needed for an
emergency response

89. fRequired notifications at hazardous materials incidents

Basic command, identification/hazard assessment and action plans to
include:

1. nNecessity for establishing.command

2. First R-_responder role in assuming command

10__,.
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E,

3. ~_Relationship between identification and hazard assessment

4. i ldentification and hazard assessment as the basis of the
hazardous materials response

5. eCommon information sources in identification and hazard
assessment

6. f~Number of minimum information sources necessary to confirm
identification and hazard assessment

7. eComprehensive review and use of the current E)O-T-North
American Emergency Response Guidebook

8. ~amiliarization with other hazardous materials reference materials

9. ~Review of F_first R-_responder Aa_wareness role in local hazardous
materials plan ~-nd the c~rrcnt DOT Frn,,cr~cncy ,Qcspc.ns~ Cu:,de

10. f_Recognized off-site hazardous materials information eeftter~
resources (e.a.. Chemical TransDortation Emergency Center
CHEMTREC)

11. eComponents of hazard assessment

12. vVariables and modifying conditions of hazardous materials
incidents

13. eC_oncept of risk versus gain at a hazardous materials incident

14. ~ederal and state requirements for hazardous materials action
plan

15. eC_omplexity of identification and hazard assessment at hazardous
materials incidents

Basic considerations for conducting a preliminary investigation of a
hazardous materials incident or environmental crime

Basic legal aspects of hazardous materials incidents
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II1.

IV.

REQUIRED TESTS

The following tests shall be administered:

A~. The POST-constructed knowledge test for Learning Domain #41

REQUIRED LEARNING ACTIVITIES

A ra,-tJc:,pGt:,c,r, :-- :--:’:’-’^’~ "*: ...... = .... ’-’:-~" ........ :-’- ’-:--’

ifteidefttThe student shall oarticioate in a fearnina activity_ desianed to
reinforce an understandino of first responder actions at the scene of a
hazardous materials incident to include:

Identification of the event; as a hazardous materials incident

2. Application of recommended safetv Drecautions

3‘ Use of the North American Emergency ResDonse Guidebook
(NAERG) to determine the initial isolation and orotective action

4_=. The need to isolate the scene

5. Notification considerations

B P~rt~c~p~,t~c.r. :r," ..- :_A:,:.~._.4,=..,,,.=.~....: ......: .... ,_.:__ ~ ,. ..... ¯ ..........

¯ The student shall ~artici~ate in a learning activity_
designed to reinforce an understanding of the indicators for determinina
the hazard ~otential of the susoected material to include:

1.

2.

3. Warning label

4. Any other indication
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V,

VI~.

HOURLY REQUIREMENTS

Students shall be provided with a minimum of 4___~ of instruction on
hazardous materials.

ORIGINATION DATE

January 1, 1996

A~)ril 1. 1997

41-6



ATTACHMENT B

COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING
PROPOSED REGULATION

1005. Minimum Standards for Training

(a)(1) through 0)(2) continued.

Continued - All incorporation by reference statements in between 0)(2) and the following:

The document Training Specifications for the Reserve Training Module "D" adopted effective August 7, 1996 and
amended effective * is herein incorporated by reference.

Note: Authority cited: Sections 832.6, 13503, 13506, and 13510, 13510.5, and 13519.8 Penal Code. Reference:
Sections 832,832.3,832.6.13506,13510,13511, 13513, 13514,13516,13517,13519.8,13520, and13523, Penal Code.

¯ Date to be filled in by OAL



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT

pqpenda Item Title
Meeting Date

roposed Changes to the Regular Basic Course Performance Objectives January 23, 1997

Bureau Reviewed By Researched By

Standards and Evaluation John G. BernerN, Jim Norborg

Executl~//~tor Approval
Date of Approval Date of Report

December 19, 1996
Purpose

Financial Impact: [~TYes (See Analysis for details)
[~)ecision Requested [] Informatlan Only [] Status Report I_~No

In the space provided below, bdefly descn’be the ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use edditlonal sheets if required.

ISSUE

Should the Commission approve changes to the Regular Basic Course performance objectives and
learning activities as described in this report?

BACKGROUND

Testing and training requirements for the Regular Basic Course are set forth in Training Specifications
for the Regular Basic Course - 1995. In addition, for each test required by the training specifications,
there is at least one Performance objective. Performance objectives are listed, by domain, in
Performance Objectives for the POST Regular Basic Course. Performance objectives serve as
blueprints for constructing the tests administered to Regular Basic Course students. Commission
Policy C13 requires that major changes to the objectives (additions or deletions) be approved by the
Commission in advance of their adoption. As a matter of practice, virtually all changes to the
objectives are approved by the Commission before they are implemented.

Proposed changes to the Regular Basic Course testing and training requirements are the result of
monthly meetings between POST staff and subject matter experts. The recommendations of the
subject matter experts are presented to the consortium of academy directors for their review before
they are brought before the Commission. The goal of this ongoing process of review and revision is
to kccp the curriculum and tests up to date and technically sound.

Changes to the performance objectives and learning activities proposed in this agenda item are needed
to accommodate changes to the Regular Basic Course testing and training requirements proposed in a
previous agenda item. If adopted, these changes will align the performance objectives and learning
activities, as set forth in Performance Objectives for the POST Regular Basic Course, with
corresponding changes to the testing and training requirements, as set forth in Training Specifications
for the Regular Basic Course - 1995. Changes to the performance objectives and learning activities
are described below, while changes to the testing and training requirements and the rationale for those
changes are described in depth in the previous agenda item.
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ANALYSIS

This report describes proposed changes to the performance objectives in five learning
domains: Domain 2l, Patrol Techniques; Domain 22, Vehicle Pullovers; Domain 23, Crimes
in Progress; Domain 27, Missing Persons; and Domain 41, Hazardous Materials Awareness.

Domain 21. The proposed changes to Domain 21, Patrol Techniques, would delete an
exercise objective (5.8.4), modify a scenario objective (8.7.4), modify a learning activity
(13.21.1), and add a learning activity (13.21,2). If these changes are approved, objective
5.8.4, which requires students to initiate a radio broadcast, will be replaced by a new learning
activity (13.21.2), and the ability to initiate a radio broadcast will be assessed in a scenario
test (i.e., objective 8.7.4). Proposed changes to the Domain 21 objectives and learning
activities are shown in underline-strikeout format in Attachment 1.

Domain 22. The proposed changes to Domain 22, Vehicle Pullovers, would delete two
exercise objectives (8.15.2 and 9.8.1), delete one scenario objective (8.9.16), and modify 
scenario objectives (8.9.17 and 8.11.1). If these changes are approved, objective 8.15.2,
which requires students to conduct a vehicle search, will be deleted because the legal aspects
of a vehicle search are covered in Domain 16, Search and Seizure, and because the mechanics
of searching a vehicle, which vary from incident to incident, are better taught during field
training. Objective 9.8.1, which requires students to determine the acceptability of different
forms of identification, also will be deleted, and this skill will be assessed in a scenario test
(i.e., objective 8.9.17). Objective 8.9.16, which requires students to make a daylight traffic
stop, will be deleted because another objective, 8.9.17, requires students to make a nighttime
traffic stop which assesses the same skills as a daytime stop and, in addition, is more difficult.
Finally, objectives 8.9.17 and 8.11.1 will be expanded to provide more comprehensive tests of
the students’ ability to make traffic enforcement stops and high-risk vehicle pullovers.
Proposed changes to the Domain 22 objectives are shown in underline-strikeout format in
Attachment 2.

Domain 23. The proposed changes to Domain 23, Crimes in Progress, would delete two
exercise objectives (8.49.4 and 8.49.5), delete one scenario objective (8.25.5), modify 
scenario objectives (8.25.2, 8.25.3, 8.25.4, and 8.37.5), and modify two learning activities
(13.23.1 and 13.23.2). If the~ changes are approved, objectives 8.49.4 and 8.49.5, which
require students to perform the duties of a contact and cover officer, will be replaced by
enhanced scenarios (i.e., 8.25.2, 8.25.3, and 8.25.4) that provide a comprehensive assessment
of the students’ ability to respond to crime-in-progress calls. Likewise, objective 8.25.5,
which requires student fo perform a building search, would be replaced by objective 8.25.3, a
burglary-in-progress scenario, which now includes a building search. Finally, minor language
changes were made to learning activities 13.23.1 and 13.23.2 to improve clarity. Proposed
changes to the Domain 23 objectives and learning activities are shown in underline-strikeout
format in Attachment 3.

Domain 27. The proposed changes to Domain 27, Missing Persons, would delete all four
knowledge objectives (8.17.9, 8.17.10, 8.17.11 and 8.17.12). If these changes are approved,
the effect will be to eliminate the knowledge test for Domain 27. The proposed deletion of
objective 8.17.11 is required because an amendment to Penal Code Section 14205 made the
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procedures for handling missing persons reports that are listed in this objective inoperative
unless the procedures are formally adopted by the governing body of a local law enforcement
agency. Since local agencies have exercised their option not to adopt these investigative
procedures or to adopt different procedures, it is not possible to write test items for this
objective that have statewide applicability. Similarly, an amendment to Penal Code Section
14206 also made the procedures listed in objective 8.17.12 for obtaining the dental or skeletal
x-rays of missing persons inoperative unless adopted by the governing body of a local law
enforcement agency. Here too, local agencies have exercised their option not to adopt these
procedures, and as a result, it is not possible to write test items for this objective that have
statewide applicability. Subject matter experts recommended the deletion of objective 8.17.10
because the definitions it requires students to memorize are printed on the Department of
Justice form that officers must complete on all missing persons. Therefore, there is no need
for students to memorize these definitions. Finally, objective 8.17.9 requires students to
identify certain procedures which should be followed in searching for a missing child. While
it is difficult but feasible to assess this type of procedural knowledge with multiple-choice test
items, the subject matter addressed by this lone remaining objective does not constitute a
reasonable basis (i.e., content domain) on which to base an entire paper-and-pencil test. It 
therefore recommended that this objective also be deleted. The proposed changes to the
objectives in Domain 27 are shown in underline-strikeout format in Attachment 4.

As described in the previous agenda item, the minimum of 4 hours of instruction in Domain
27 will continue, and in fact, the curriculum will be reorganized and expanded. Furthermore,
although there would no longer be a POST-constructed knowledge test for this Domain, many
academy directors have expressed the intent to develop their own test based on the missing
persons’ procedures adopted by the local agencies in their region.

Domain 41. The proposed changes to Domain 41, Hazardous Materials Awareness, would
modify four knowledge objectives (8.51.5, 8.51.6, 8.51.7, and 8.51.8), add a new knowledge
objective (8.51.9), and modify two learning activities (13.41.1 and 13.41.2). If these changes
are approved, objective 8.51.9, which requires students to recognize and interpret National
Fire Protection Association (NFPA) hazardous materials labels, will be added. The NFPA
labelling standards, which apply to fixed site manufacturing and storage facilities, are different
from the NAERG labels which are used to identify hazardous materials while they are being
transported. Because law enforcement officers respond to fixed site locations that may
contain hazardous materials marked in accordance with the NFPA standards, they need to be
able to recognize and interpret them. The changes to objectives 8.51.5, 8.51.6, 8.51.7, and
8.51.8 simply reflect that a new emergency guidebook was issued in 1996 and was renamed
the "North American Emergency Response Guide Book or NAERG. Finally, changes were
made to learning activities 13.41.1 and 13.41.2 to improve their instructional effectiveness.
Proposed changes to the Domain 41 objectives and learning activities are shown in underline-
strikeout format in Attachment 5.

RECOMMENDATION

Approve the proposed changes to the regular basic course performance objectives and learning
activities effective for all academy classes that start on or after April 1, 1997.
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Attachment 1
LEARNING DOMAIN #21: PATROL TECHNIQUES

EXERCISE TESTS:

5.8.4

A

B.
C.

ate,

E.
V.
G.
H.

Ao

B.
C.
D.
E.

SCENARIO

8.7.4

RECOMMENDATION: Delete this objective to match the corresponding
deletion of this exercise test from the training specifications.

TESTS:

A scenario; test that requires the student to use a patrol vehicle to
safely approach pedestrian suspect(s). The student shall ,,vii4 demonstrate safe
and effective tactics for approaching pedestrian suspects while utilizing a patrol
vehicle to include:--=

Thc~e include:

A. Notifying dispatch of the location of the contact with the s,d~je~ suspect
and demonstrating proper radio procedures

B. Making the approach from the rear and on the same side of the street
the suspect subject is on (making a U-turn if necessary)

C. Consistently keeping the suspect sabjeet in view during the approach



LEARNING

13.21.1

13.21.2

D.

E.

F.

Stopping at a safe and effective distance and using the patrol vehicle go~
or other available cover and/concealment while directing the s,abje~
suspect to stop
Using clear and direct verbal commands throughout the detention --while

Taking a proper position (stance) while talking to the stigjeet susoect

RECOMMENDATION: Modify this objective to match the corresponding
modification of this scenario test in the training specifications.

ACTIVITIES:

..~I..:^’L.." .... I ..... ,1..~. ~-...-1^~+~ ...t.~ I.. ..... I.. ..... ..1 ~-1..^ ......... + ~

Participation in a learning activity that re-enforces the student’s ability to
observe an event and after a short delay, describe, either verbally or in writing,
the nature of the event and any pertinent observations made

.
2.
3.
4.

The nature of the event (what appears to have occurred)
Physical descriptions of persons involved, if applicable
Statements made by the involved parties, if any
Any differences in perception among the students who observed the
incident

RECOMMENDATION: Modify this learning activity to match the
corresponding modification of this activity in the training specifications.

Participation in a learning activity that re-enforces the student’s ability to
initiate a radio broadcast using proper procedures and techniques of radio
communications which minimally include:

Type of incident and location
Number of suspects with complete known description
Description of loss, if any
Weapon(s) used
Time, direction of flight, and vehicle description

RECOMMENDATION: Add this learning activity to match the
corresponding addition of this activity to the training specifications.
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Attachment 2
LEARNING DOMAIN #22: VEHICLE PULLOVERS

EXERCISE TESTS:

8.15.2 ...a^-+ i!! .^-A ....... ¢^ .-.~ ~¢~^.: ........ ,- ^¢ .... ’-:^’^The

RECOMMENDATION: Delete this objective to match the corresponding
deletion of this exercise test from the training specifications.

9.8.1

RECOMMENDATION: Delete this objective to match the corresponding
deletion of this exercise test from the training specifications.

SCENARIO TESTS:

8.9.16

A.

B.

C.

D.
E.
F.

G.

A~t.

I.
J.

K.

L.

RECOMMENDATION: Delete this objective to match the corresponding
deletion of this scenario test from the training specifications¯

8.9.17 A scenario test that requires the student to make a simulated traffic
enforcement vehicle pullover stop during the hours of darkness, tkc c,~adcnt -;-!I



8.11.1

m.

B.

C.

D.

E.

f.

G.

H*

I.

J.

K_=.

Lj.

Signal the violator from behind~ and does not pull alongside
Continuously ~2bserve the movements of the ~tator driver and any
p ng .t. .....~-^.., a. .... +~+asse ers ..... ~ .................
Maintain a safe distance between the patrol vehicle and ,dotatorZs th_ee
target vehicle
Offset the patrol vehicle to the left or right of the ~d~a~r-Zs t~_~_g.~
vehicle

........ +. ̂ r +~.~ ..:.,., .... a ~-ey 7-egge.~gzrg Continuously observe for

pedestrian and vehicular traffic
Keep gun-hand ........ a .~ ..... ~._a .... fr during app he.... v-a ........ , ...... ~,,~, ee roac s to
target vehicle and when in direct contact with the driver/passenger(s)

Establish initial violator "":’~" +~ ":^’~+--contact ................ ~e~
_^°:+:~_ ~:~+~.. ~^k:_a ,~ ¢_^_, ~.+ in a safe and tactically sound

manner

~..a.+~,, ~.~t.z.a .1. ........ " Safely obtain and determi e the validity

authenticity and legal acceptability of identification

.,:~ ......... ~.:.,^ ^-a +..r~.^ Safely return to the patrol vehicle

Maintain a safe position with a view of the target ,,vehicle and traffic
during the detention
Safely re-approach the target vehicle and recontact the
driver/passenger(s)

’ Safely re~rn to the patrol vehicle and, if
appropriate, assist the driver ~ to safely reenter traffic

.......... e ...... ev-,~ of .......... ntc. .....e risk
..... nt ...... afc.~ ztop ~c ........ , ..... a~ .... v ....

a,~.~...,.~a ............v’-’’"~-:"~- A scenario test that requires the student to make a
simulated high-risk vehicle pullover and minimally:

B_,=~,

D__:
E..=
F_.,
G_._~.

Notify communications and follow until assistance/backu~ is on the
scene
Demonstrate the ability to stop the vehicle using proper position,
distance and lightening
Watch for movements inside the target vehicle
Take a proper position of cover/concealment
Maintain firearm at the ready
Use clear, audible and direct commands
Direct suspect(s) out of the target vehicle and into a position 
disadvantage
Visually search the vehicle for additional suspects
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Attachment 3
LEARNING DOMAIN #23: CRIMES IN PROGRESS

EXERCISE TESTS:

8.49.4

RECOMMENDATION: Delete this objective to match the corresponding
deletion of this exercise test from the training specifications.

8.49.5

C. Per ~ ng .... e, .................. a ...............

RECOMMENDATION: Delete this objective to match the corresponding
deletion of this exercise test from the training specifications¯

SCENARIO TESTS:

8.25.2 a A scenario test that requires the student to demonstrate the skills
necessary to effectively respond and investigate a simulated prowler incident as
the assigned contact officer to include: v,51!, ...u:, ....... :__ t.^a ......

A,

B.
C.

D*

E.
F.

Making a quiet and tactically sound approach with the patrol car
Making a silent, undetected approach on foot
Effectively using cover and concealment during the approach on foot
and communicating with the cover officer
Searchin~ for, lgocating and detaining the subject(s)
Conducting a lawful search for weapons
Interviewing the suspect(s) to establish sufficient probable cause for 
arrest

g proper ..... 1. ~.__a^..~.......... e, ...... v~,.. sin ...... and ............ ~ tee ues
without endangering self or cover officer

RECOMMENDATION: Modify this objective to match the corresponding
modification of this scenario test in the training specifications¯



8.25.3

8.25.4

Gi-ven-a A scenario; test that requires the student ..... , ............ :n~ k~,~,,
........ :": .... :- to demonstrate the skills necessary to effectively respond
to and inves ate a simulated bur ary-in-progress .... , .............. , ....
.......... a ,~v ..... a incident involving suspect(s) concealed in a buildinE to
include:

A*

B.
C.
D.

E°

F.
G.
H.

I,

J.

K.
L.
M.
N.
O.

Coordinating with other responding units
Making a quiet and tactically sound approach with the patrol car
Making a silent and undetected approach on foot
Effectively using cover and concealment during the foot approach and
exterior are..._~a search
Searching the exterior of the building and locating the point of entry
Requesting resources
Notifying assisting units/dispatch of current status and developments
Securing the perimeter and ordering any possible occupants out of the
building
Using a cover officer(s) and communicating a plan for the building
entry/search
Making a tactically sound building entry
Using a systematic searching method
Using safe tactics during the search
Finding and arresting ¢&e any suspect(s)
Immediately removing ~ any suspect.(&) from the building
Completing the building search after ~ any suspect(s) has been
removed

RECOMMENDATION: Modify this objective to match the corresponding
modification of this scenario test in the training specifications.

Given--a_A scenario;, test that requires the student --’:",,**,, ...u:,~ ...... wcar:=g" t.~.~..,,,,,.,,
armor, v ..... v ...... to demonstrate the skills necessary to effectively respond
to and investigate a simulated robbery-in-progress """ "-~ ...m .~¢~, ....

incident to include:

A,

B-
C.
D.
E.

G°

Coordinating with other responding units
Making a quiet and tactically sound approach with the patrol car
Making a silent and undetected approach on foot
Using and maintaining cover and/o...£r concealment
Notifying assisting units and dispatch of the current
developments az thc3 .......,,,~,

""~-~: ...... v~t while ............ b ..... Mamtmnln~ coverCh ...... ~,.ng .t. .......... :_.~:_: ........ " " "

and/or concealment while surveilling the incident
Requesting and deploying additional resources to achieve full perimeter
containment
If appropriate, telephoning the location to direct any occupants out
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IL

_Jt4.

K.

Ordering the exiting occupants to a position of disadvantage and
handling them as suspects until identity is determined
Completing a Demonstrating safe arrest techniques and a thorough

without endangering self or cover officer
Securing the scene by completing a search of the premises

RECOMMENDATION: Modify this objective to match the corresponding
modification of this scenario test in the training specifications¯

RECOMMENDATION: Delete this objective to match the corresponding
deletion of this scenario test in the training specifications.

8.37.5 G4-ven-a A scenario; test that requires the student will -"-~:~: .... :-_ v ...... v ...... to demonstrate the
ability to react appropriately to a simulated ambush of an cffieer ~= feet cr a’nb’azk ,~f

A. Taking Usin~ and maintaining cover mad cc=ecalment (attempting to
exit the "kill zone" to the extent possible)

B@. Assessing the situation
Cg. Locating the suspect(s) and responding with an appropriate level 

force

Attachment 3, Page 3



LEARNING

13.23.1

D.

E.

XXT..~;~,, -,-,-*,~ k~ ...... o,~..~.oa~-" Communicating an action plan for the safe
deployment of responding units

A.

P

D.

RECOMMENDATION: Modify this objective to match the corresponding
modification of this scenario test in the training specifications.

ACTIVITIES:

........................ a c ......... ~rcgrcz, z, t The student wilt shal__.A
participate in a learning activity that re-enforces an understanding of law
enforcement response to a variety of hi~h-risk situations including

,
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Person with a gun
Shots-fired call
Officer down
Suspicious circumstances/unknown trouble
Firebomb assauIt
Suicidal person

2.
3.

5.

7.

A ...... K

................ nt

RECOMMENDATION: Modify this learning activity to match the corre-
sponding modification of this activity in the training specifications.
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13,23.2 The student shall be Ggiven a series of drawings, sketches, photographs or
other visual depictions of locations where a crime is allegedly in progress, the
student will indicate, either verbally or in writing:

.
2.
3.

A suggested approach to the location
An effective placement of perimeter units
An acceptable scene search pattern

RECOMMENDATION: Modify this learning activity to match the corre-
sponding modification of this activity in the training specifications.
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Attachment 4
LEARNING DOMAIN #27: MISSING PERSONS

KNOWLEDGE TEST:

8.17.10

E,
C.
D.

RECOMMENDATION: Delete this objective¯ The definitions of these terms are
printed on the Department of Justice form that officers must complete on all
missing persons. Therefore, there is no need for students to memorize these
definitions.

8.17.11

A

D



8.17.12

,

9.

11.

1’1

RECOMMENDATION: Delete this objective. An amendment to Penal Code
Section 14205 made the procedures for handling missing persons reports that are
listed in this objective inoperative unless the procedures are formally adopted by the
governing body of a local law enforcement agency. Since local agencies have
exercised their option not to adopt these investigative procedures or to adopt
different procedures, it is not possible to write test items for this objective
statewide applicability.

., ..... ,?. ..... 1~ ....... r" ...... ~, .. 7"..13.q;~ ~Cr,SC~. ...................... , .....

A

C.

D.

~,y ....... + .... .,~.:~ ; .... 1..^A :-- +1,. ....... A +1-, ..... *~: .... ,,.~. + .... ,,1~+^

JLJLIJL%~&JLJLI~L~ll

RECOMMENDATION: Delete this objective. An amendment to Penal Code
Section 14206 made the procedures listed in this objective for obtaining dental or
skeletal x-rays of missing persons inoperative unless the procedures are formally
adopted by the governing body of a local law enforcement agency. Since local
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8.17.9

agencies have exercised their option not to adopt these procedures, it is not possible
to write test items for this objective that have statewide applicability.

C.

D.

E.

F.

..... la~,’t ....

~--.,I ^1^+I~: ....... %

........... ::~’~a cf ;’iclcncc ^- .,.,,,

RECOMMENDATION: Delete this objective. All other knowledge test
objectives have been recommended for deletion for the reasons enumerated above.
The subject matter addressed in this lone remaining objective does not constitute a
sufficient knowledge base (i.e., content domain) on which to base an entire test.

Attachment 4, Page 3



Attachment 5
LEARNING DOMAIN #41: HAZARDOUS MATERIAL AWARENESS

NOTE: The training and testing required by the training specifications for this domain are
mandated by Section 1797.187 of the Health and Safety Code and regulations
promulgated by the Office of Emergency Services under authority of Sections
8574.19 through 8574.21 of the Government Code. This training must be no less
than four hours in length and must be delivered by an instructor certified by the
California Specialized Training Institute (CSTI). The knowledge test for Hazardous
Materials Awareness is an "open-book test" which means that each examinee must
have access to a copy of the 1996 North American Emergency Response Guidebook
(NAERG) while taking the test. The NAERG was developed jointly by Transport
Canada, the U.S. Department of Transportation, and the Secretariat of
Communications and Transportation of Mexico for use by fire fighters, police, and
other emergency services personnel.

KNOWLEDGE TEST:

8.51.5 Given a current North American Emergency Response Guidebook (N...__~RG) and
word picture depicting a hazardous materials incident, the student will locate and
identify the following:

g.

B.
C.

The isolation distance
The protectionve action distance
The guide number to use

Each depiction will include:

A.

B.
C.

ID number, chemical/material name, or placard
The time of day
The size of the spill

RECOMMENDATION: Modify the performance objective to reflect the changes
in the new emergency response guidebook.

8.51.6 Given the name, identification number, or placard description of a hazardous
material (in the form of a direct question), the student will locate the material in the
North American Emergency Response Guidebook (NAERG) and identify its
potential hazards.

RECOMMENDATION: Modify the performance objective to reflect the changes
in the new emei’gency response guidebook.

8.51.7 Given the description of a placard (in the form of a direct question), the student
will locate the placard in the North American Emergency Response Guidebook
(NAERG) and identify its hazardous materials classification.



8.51.8

8.51.9

RECOMMENDATION: Modify the performance objective to reflect the changes
in the new emergency response guidebook.

Given the hazardous materials classification number (i.e., class and/or division
number) in the form of a direct question, the student will locate the number in the
North American Emergency Response Guidebook (NAERG) and identify the
descriptive title of the hazard.

RECOMMENDATION: Modify the performance objective to reflect the changes
in the new emergency response guidebook.

Given a word picture depicting materials at a manufacturing or storage facility
labelled in accordance with NFPA standards, the student will identify the category
and degree of the hazard presented by the materials.

A...._~-

B..._~.

The NFPA categories for ha7~rdous materials are as follows:
1. Health - The inherent property of a material to cause iniury through

contact with the body or absorption (including inhalation, ingestion,
absorption and iniection) into the body. The degree of hazard is
shown by a numeral in the blue field on the left side of the diamond-

2__~.

3~

4.=.

shaped NFPA 704 sign.
Flammability - A material’s susceptibility to burning. The degree of
hazard is shown by a numeral in the red field on the top of the
diamond-shaped NFPA 704 sign.
Reactivity - A material’s susceptibility to release energy (i.e.,
explode). The degree of hazard is shown by a numeral in the yellow
field on the right side of the diamond-shaped NFPA 704 sign
Special ba~ards - There are several types of special hazard symbols.
Special hazards are indicated at the bottom of the diamond-shaped
NFPA 704 sign.
Three examples of the symbols are:
a. ¥¢ - Materials that react with water
b._=. OX or OXY - Materials that possess oxidizing properties
c. Universal radioactivity_ symbol (trefoil) - Materials that are

radioactive
The degrees of hazard are generally indicated by the following numerals:

0 = No unusual hazard
1 = Minor hazard
2 = Moderate hazard
3 = Maior hazard
4 = Extreme hazard

Note: The system for identifying hazardous materials in manufacturing and storage
facilities is set forth in NFPA 704, Standard System for the Identification o1" the
Fire Hazards of Materials, 1985 Edition, National Fire Protection Association,
Batter/march Park, Quincy, MA 02269.
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LEARNING

13.41.1

13.41.2

RECOMMENDATION: Add this performance objective. Law enforcement
officers respond to fixed site locations that may contain hazardous materials marked
in accordance with the NFPA standards which are different from the marking
described in the NAERG. In order to protect themselves and the public from these
hazards materials, officers must be able to recognize and interpret NFPA markings.

ACTIVITIES:

The student shall participate in a learning activity designed to reinforce an
understanding of first responder actions at the scene of a hazardous materials
incident to include:

,
2.
3.

.

.

Identification of the event as a hazardous material incident
Application of recommended safety precautions
Use of the North American Emergency Response Guidebook (NAERG] to
determine the initial isolation and protective action distances
The need to isolate the ~-~’ "^ ~’ .... : ..... L~,~. ............ ,~ . .~.^~,~.scene .................... . .... , .......... e .........

Notification considerations

RECOMMENDATION: Modify this learning activity to match the corresponding
modification of this activity in the training specifications.

The student shall participate in a learning activity designed to reinforce an
understandi.ng of the indicators for determining the hazard potential of the suspected
material to include:
1. _Placard
L
3. Warr~ing label
4. Any other indication

RECOMMENDATION: Modify this learning activity to match the corresponding
modification of this activity in the training specifications.
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COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT
Agenda Item Title Meeting Date

Proposal for the Evaluation of Prior
Reserve Officer Training

--. ~/

January 23, 1997

.__ .._
Bureau Re.,iewed~By Researched By

Basic Training Bureau
Executive Director Approval

Ken Whitm~ Staff
Date c~ Approval :)am ot Report

January 7, 1997

Purpose:
! F3~al Impact: [] Yes= (See Analysis~t details)

[] Decision Requested [] Information Only ,~ Status Report J [_...l No

In the space provided below, briefly describe the ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use additional sheets If required.

Should the Commission consider enacting new regulations that would provide a system for the
evaluation of prior training for reserve officers to meet the training requirements of Module B &
Module C?

The Irvine Police Department hired Richard C. Thompson as a reserve police officer in April
1990. Based upon an independent evaluation of his training by the department, he was appointed
as a Designated Level I reserve officer. Prior to his employment with the City of Irvine,
Thompson had completed a 240-hour non-certified training course for reserve officers at South
Bay Regional Training Center. That 240-hour course also contained a certified course of P.C.
832 training as it was required in 1975. He worked at the Torrance Police Department as a
reserve officer from 1975 to 1978.

Thompson also completed a 440-hour regular basic training program at a certified training center
in Arizona in 1980. He served as a reserve officer for the Arizona Department of Public Safety
until 1983 and then returned to law enforcement as a reserve officer with the Irvine Police
Department in 1990. Based upon an independent assessment of Thompson’s training the
department submitted a Notice of Appointment to POST in April 1990. It indicated he was
appointed as a Designated Level I reserve officer and that he had completed the training required
in Module A, B, and C. This information was an apparent misunderstanding of POST
regulations by the Irvine Police Department staff.

In July 1996 Thompson applied for a reserve certificate, and it was discovered that he had only
complied with the P.C. 832 training in 1975. Prior to 1979 no reserve officer or training records
were compiled by POST. The discovery that Thompson was deficient in his prior documented
training resulted in a letter to the Irvine Police Department on August 15, 1996



outlining the problem and some suggested solutions to bring Thompson’s training deficiencies
int O compliance (see Attachment A).

On December 10, 1996, POST received a letter from Chief Charles Brobeck requesting
assistance in resolving the issue of Thompson’s status and recommending that the Commission
enact new regulations that could be used to do an evaluation of prior reserve training to
determine if it met the requirements of Modules B and C. ChiefBrobeck’s letter is enclosed as
Attachment B, and the Executive Director’s response letter is enclosed as Attachment C. The
Irvine Police Department letter also included some suggestions on how to structure wording for
the new regulations that would provide for equivalency evaluation of training for Modules B and
C for Level 1 reserve officer appointments.

The Commission began formally tracking reserve officers in 1979. There was a two-year
window of time between 1979 and 1981 when a chief or sheriffcould sign an attestation
statement that a reserve officer had sufficient (though non-POST certified) training to qualify for
a Reserve Certificate. During that same period of time, a reserve officer could have applied for
and taken a knowledge test to qualify for the certificate in the event that the chief or sheriff
would not sign the attestation statement. Mr. Thompson was no longer a reserve officer and was
totally disassociated with California law enforcement during that time period. Based on his prior
training records that have been submitted by the Irvine Police Department, Thompson would
have been eligible to receive his reserve certificate had he been actively involved in California
law enforcement at that time.

Currently there is no formalized procedure or regulation that permits evaluation of any prior
training for reserve officers. Reserve officers may qualify for evaluation in the Basic Course
Waiver process. A reserve officer can also be qualified by completing a Level I reserve academy
or completing a Regular Basic Course in either the intensive or extended formats.

In this instance, Officer Thompson has satisfied the Level III reserve officer training requirement
on completion of the P.C. 832 course based on the law in 1975. Using current regulations he
would have to complete Modules B and C ( total of 158 hours) to be eligible to serve as a Level 
reserve officer. Even though Thompson has in excess of 700 hours of prior training and has
worked successfully as a reserve officer for a number of years, there is no process other than
those outlined above that would allow Thompson to satisfy the required training needed to
function as a Level I reserve officer.

The circumstances involved in this case suggests the Commission give consideration to
regulations enabling the satisfaction of the reserve Modules B and C requirement through an
evaluation of prior training. This would be consistent with the directions identified in the POST
strategic plan to identify ways to eliminate redundant training for those who can demonstrate



proficiency. Especially compelling in this case is Thompson’s prior completion of the Basic
Course required for regular full-time officers in the State of Arizona.

If an evaluation provision were established, it is unknown whether other individuals might be
affected. The likelihood is that such a provision could generate a slight volume and a small
workload increase to evaluate individuals on a case-by-case basis.

Such an evaluation provision could entail a process relying solely on comparative training, or
could also include testing requirements. It may be most appropriate that such a process include
(1) documentation of prior equivalent training, (2) written examination, and (3) 
examination. P. C. Section 832.6 (c) allows the Commission to use proficiency testing to satisfy
reserve training standards, and the Commission may establish and levy appropriate fees for
administering the respective services. If the Commission concurs and decides to adopt an
evaluation process for Modules B and C, appropriate proposed regulations could be drafted and
scheduled for a public hearing at the April 1997 Commission meeting.

It is recommended that a proposed new regulation including a procedure to evaluate prior
training and proficiency testing for reserve officer Modules B and C be drafted and a public
hearing be scheduled for April 1997.
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Charles S. Brobeck, Chief
Irvine Police Department
P.O. Box 19575
Irvine, CA 92713

Dear Chief Brobeck,

I have reviewed the material you provided regarding Reserve Officer Richard C.
Thompson. I have also reviewed the POST rules and regulations relating to the
administration of reserve operations and administration.

In reviewing the package Officer Susan Davis sent me, I can see why you are committed
to keeping Mr. Thompson on your department. His long-time involvement in law
enforcement and varied experience merit such support. I also share your concern that it
took six years to discover that Mr. Thompson lacks the POST-certified training to be a
reserve officer.

Mr. Thompson received his reserve training before POST required or Certified reserve
academies. Modules A, B and C came into being in 1979, alter Mr Thompson had
resigned his reserve commission with Torrance P.D. and moved to Arizona. There was a
one year window (1979) When the Chief or Sheriff could sign an attestation statement
verifying that a reserve had sufficient (though non-POST-certified) training to qualify for
a Reserve Certificate. During that same year, a reserve could have taken a knowledge
test to qualify for the certificate, in the event that a Chief or Sheriff would not sign the
attestation statement. Mr. Thompson was totally disassociated from California law
enforcement at that time¯

In reviewing the file, it appears that your staffwas under the assumption that Mr.
Thompson had completed Modules A, B and C when his Notice of Appointment (POST
2-114) was completed on April 2, 1990. Mr. Thompson was listed as a Designated
Level I reserve officer on that form even though he had never received a Basic Course
Certificate in the State of California. These declarations were apparent
misunderstandings of POST Regulations by your staff



Charles S. Brobeck
August 15, 1996
Page 2

- Our records indicate that POST conducted an annual audit of you department on February 7,
1991. It is not known why our automation system did not signal a compliance violation at that
time. Mr. Thompson’s training profile (attached) plainly shows that he has no POST-certified
training.

In reviewing Commission Regulations and after discussing this issue with my Bureau Chief (Ron
Allen), I am forced to conclude that Mr. Thompson does not have the proper type of training to
qualify him as a Non-designated Level I Reserve Officer. However, I have informed Officer
Davis that he may be close to basic course equivalency because of his broad range of non-
certified training and experience in both California and Arizona over the past 21 years. This
seems incongruous, but it is the way Commission Regulations are structured at this time.
The only way Mr. Thompson can legally remain in reserve service is to complete a Level I
Reserve Academy, complete a regular basic course (or extended format basic course) or complete
the equivalency process.

If you wish to pursue the basic course equivalency process, you should direct Officer Davis or
Mr. Thompson to contact Ms. Patricia Cassidy in our Basic Training Bureau. She is responsible
for helping applicants through the equivalency process. Pat may be reached at (916) 227-4254.

I am truly sorry that Mr. Thompson finds himself in this position after so many years of service to
law enforcement and I hope that he sees his way clear to do what is necessary to continue serving
your department. I think your staffknows that I am very supportive of reserve programs and will
be available to assist in this matter to the extent I am able.

Sincerely,

R.W. "Dick" Reed, Senior Consultant
(916) 227-4873

cc: Ron Allen
Patricia Cassidy

Attachment



ATTACHMENT B

December 3, 1996

Mr. Norman Boehm, Executive Director
Commission on Peace OfFicer Standards and Training
1601 Alhambra Boulevard
Sacramento, California 95816-7083

Re: Resolution To Conflicts in Reserve Officer Training

Dea@

Over the last several months, a complex personnel issue within my department has
come to my attention. After extensive research, my thoughts on this matter and
recommendations for action are enclosed for reference. After you read the enclosure, I
think you will agree that this matter is worthy of the Commission’s full attention.

This communiqu~ was suggested by our POST., representative, Dick Reed, who has
met with members of our agency and is fully aware of our situation. We are all in
concert about bringing this matter to a favorable conclusion.

The situation described herein is unique and may reveal an omission in Commission
procedures on reserve officer training. I have enclosed three options of resolution for
the Commission to consider. I look forward to the Commission’s assistance in resolving
this matter in a timely fashion¯

I look forward to your comments and suggestions for immediate action.

Si~c, erely, n
/:,’,9

CHARLES’S. BROBECK
Chief of Police

CSB:dwl
Enclosures
c: Manuel E. Ortega, Chairman Commission on POST



History_ and Justification

In 1990, our department hired and appointed Richard C. Thompson as a Non-
Designated Level I Reserve Officer. He completed a 240 hour reserve academy for
Torrance Police Department in 1975. His academy curriculum, even by today’s
standards, meets or exceeds POST’s minimum required hours for Modules A, B, and C.

He resigned his appointment with Torrance in 1978 due to a job change and relocation
to Arizona. While in Arizona, he completed a 440 hour reserve academy with the
Arizona Department of Public Safety and served in their Highway Patrol Bureau for
several years before moving back to California. Upon applying with our department, we
found his combined law enforcement background to be more than adequate. Arizona
DPS written evaluations ranked Reserve Officer Thompson’s performance as "one of
the best reserve officers in the state." In 1990, our department hired him and assigned
him to a POST approved 200 hour field training program which was completed on
September 7, 1990. Since his appointment, he has been recognized with
commendations at the city, county, and even state levels for meritorious service.

On July 2, 1996, after nearly six years of service, we were notified by POST (Form 2-
234) that Reserve Officer Thompson’s original academy training at Torrance was not
recognized and was invalid because it occurred prior to the 1979 establishment of
Modules A, B, and C. The conclusion of the Commission, as articulated in a letter to
me dated August 15, 1996, was that Reserve Officer Thompson was no longer a Level I
Reserve. Contained in tl~eir August 15 letter were three recommended resolutions to
his situation: ~,

1. Complete a new Level I Reserve Academy
2. Complete the 35-week Basic course
3. Complete the equivalency process

In a recent meeting with our POST representative, Dick Reed, Reserve Officer
Thompson voiced several important points regarding the available options and the
overall position taken regarding his past training. His points are as follows:

The Commission reviewed Reserve Officer Thompson’s training transcripts,
including his 1975 reserve academy. The outcome of this review was granting of a
reserve level III classification.

The criteria that POST used to recognize and accept training for Module A does not
allow for the same consideration when reviewing Modules B, and C. The POST
Administrative Manual (PAM) currently has no mechanism for establishing
equivalency acceptance of Modules B and C. This inability to acknowledge previous
training that meets or exceeds current POST standards is unfair to the applicant and
does a disservice to the sponsoring organization.



At this time, local training facilities have elected not to offer Level I Reserve
academies due to SB1874, which may take effect January 3, 1997. This causes
unnecessary hardship to someone who has already proved his ability to perform the
job.

In summary, I think some very salient and competent issues have been presented. I
feel if existing policy is keeping competent reserve officers off the street, we need to
review and modify Commission procedures that impede the certification process.

Therefore, I recommend that the Commission consider one or more of the following
options:

1. Grant Reserve Officer Thompson his Level I Reserve Certificate
before 1 January 1997 by executive order

2. Insert language in Commission procedure H-3-4
3. Allow him to pursue a formal due process appeal based on 1991 legislation.

If the commission wishes to consider a procedure revision, it would affect the POST
Administrative Procedures Manual, Commission Procedure H-3 entitled Reserve Officer
Training. The recommended change would be to insert the following sub-section under
3-4 - Exemption to Minimum Training:

3-4a. Minimum Hour Equivalency Module B and C for Level I Appointment:

A California law enforcement agency may, by written instrument under the
signature of its chief of police or sheriff,, accept previously completed training as
equivalent to current curriculum of modules B and C. Under this provision, each
department is required to perform the following:

(A1) Submit completed POST forms, supporting documents and the appropriate fee,
POST will evaluate the individual’s prtor training to verify equivalent training. All
training must be verified by a certificate of completion or a course roster. When
college courses are used to supplement training, a copy of the individual’s
college transcript must be submitted. POST may require additional supporting
documents to complete the evaluation.

(A2) Attach the letter on the department’s official letterhead from the department’s
chief or sheriff indicating "Module B and C Equivalency" to the POST form 2-
114 Notice of Appointment.

(A3) Each department is required to attach to the letter described in A2, a proof of
completion form indicating combined hours currently required for Modules B and
C, actual hours completed, and the dates of completion. The form should
include the full name of the officer, name of the academy or training facility, and
the dates of completion. Each department shall maintain copies of aft
equivalency documents and syllabus information in the applicant’s personnel
file.



The revision to Commission Procedure H-3-4, attempts to mirror the POST evaluation
process described in Commission Procedure D-11-5. The authority to verify equivalent
training remains with POST.

W’rth SB1874 coming into effect 1 January 1997, it is imperative that we take immediate
action in this matter.

I have personally reviewed Reserve Officer Thompson’s work product, letters of
commendation from staff members and the community, and reviewed his tactical
abilities in the field with our field training officers. I can assure the Commission, without
hesitation, that he is more than worthy to continue his role as a Level I Reserve Officer.



ATTACHMENT C
STATE OF CALIFORNIA PEfE WILSON ~{over~c~

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING
601 ALHAMBRA BOULEVARD

CA 95816.7083

~ENERAL INFORMATION
(916) 227-3909
FAX (916) 227-3S9~

EXECU]IVE OFFICE December 31, 1996
(9161 227-2802

Chief Charles S. Brobeck
Irvine Police Department

P.O. Box 1957~

Dear{~f43robeck:

I am writing in response to your letter of December 3, 1996 describing training issues
relating to Reserve Officer Richard C. Thompson who has been a member of your
department since 1990. In 1975 Thompson successfully completed 240 hours of
California training delivered in a non-certified course. In 1980 he also completed a
440-hour basic training course in Arizona.

An in-house assessment of his prior training was made by members of your agency
prior to his hiring in 1990 and your agency independently determined that he met the
training requirements for the position of Designated or Non-Designated Reserve
Level I. However, a recent certificate request identified the deficiency in Thompson’s
prior training. As you note in your letter, POST regulations make no allowance for an
evaluation of reserve training to satisfy the 222 hour Level 1 reserve course and
Thompson has not applied for evaluation of his prior training using the basic course
waiver process.

You have asked that we award Thompson the Level 1 reserve officer certificate
before January 1, 1997. We are not legally able to honor that request. However,
because Thompson has already been appointed a reserve officer prior to January 1,
1997 his Level I appointment status will be protected when the new regulations go
into effect on January 1 st.

You have also suggested that the Commission consider enactment of new regulations
permitting equivalent training to satisfy Reserve module B & C training courses. We
agree that Thornpson’s circumstances merits consideration of such new regulations.
A report is being finalized for consideration by the Commission at its meeting on
January 23, 1997. We will provide you with a copy of the report when it is finalized.



Chief Charles S. Brobeck
December 3 I, 1996
Page 2

We look forward to working with your agency in resolving both the immediate
personnel issue and the statewide issue of evaluation of training as it pertains to
reserve officers. If you have any further questions or need additional assistance
please contact Bureau Chief Ken Whitman in the Basic Training Bureau at (916) 227-
4261.

Thank you for taking the time to write and bring these issues to our attention, along
with some options to help resolve the problem.

Sincerely,

NORMAN C. BOEHM
Executive Director



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT

I ~ganda Item Title Proposed Baton/Club Training for Sheriff Secu~ty
Meeting Date

Officers Implementing amended PC f2002 January 23, 1997
BtJreSu Reviewed By ~ ~ ,¯Training Program

Services Bureau-., Otto Saltenb g
Executivp~,,~,r Approval .~ = Date of Approval

L’Zr:’ 
Data of Report
December 18, 1996

Purp6~

[] o alan q.es [] I. ..ean o.v [] s te, r po, Financial Impact: [] Yes (See Analysis for details)
[-’] No

In the s~,~ provided below, briefly describe the ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use eddlgonal sheets if required.

Should the Commission adopt, subject to the public review process, the addition of C0mmission
Regulation 1081 (a)(24) concerning baton/club training for persons employed as public officers 
the capacity of a sheriff security officer as required by P.C. 12002(0?

BACKGROUND

Recent changes in the law have given Sheriffs Departments the authority to employ non-peace
officer personnel to provide security for specified facilities and activities¯ Of importance to POST
is Assembly Bill 2651 which amended Penal Code Section 12002, by adding a sub-section (f)
(Attachment A). This section of law requires the Commission to identify a course of instruction
for persons employed as a public officer in the capacity of a sheriff security officer in the carrying
and use of an impact weapon. Presently, only the Los Angeles, Sacramento, and Orange County
Sheriffs Departments are known to employ personnel in this classification.

ANALYSIS

Aider a review of the !mpact weapon .training needs Of sheriff security officers, a review of existing
¯ POST certified curriculum, and consultation with subject matter experts - including trainers from

the Los Angeles, Sacramento, and Orange County Sheriffs Departments, a minimum training
curriculum was developed (Attachment B). The proposed 8 hour course addresses the following:

A. Legal and Ethical Aspects of Force
B. Baton/Club Familiarization and Uses of Impact Weapons
C. First Aid for Baton/Club Injuries
D. Practical--Techniques

Adoption of this course requirement for a public officer serving in the capacity of a sheriff security
officer must be enacted pursuant to the Administrative Procedures Act. A Notice of Proposed
Regulatory Action is recommended. Unless a public request is made for public hearing, the
regulation would become effective upon approval by the Office of Administrative Law.

POST 1-187 (Rev. 8/95)



RECOMMENDATION

1. Subject to the results of a Notice of Regulatory Action, approve the proposed baton/club
training for sheriff security officers and add Regulation 1081 (a)(24), to show the addition
of this new legislatively mandated course.





0

o~

Qq

0 ¯

CD

/



ATTACHMENT B

Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training

PROPOSED REGULATORY ACTION: ADDITION OF APPROVED COURSE OF
INSTRUCTION FOR CARRYING AND USE OF THE CLUB OR BATON

1081. Minimum Standards for Legislatively Mandated Courses.

(a) (1) - (23) continued¯

2~ Baton/Club Training for County Sheriff Security Officers - 8 Hours
¯ (Penal Code Section 12002JTI rea_uires completion within 90 days of employment)

The POST-approved course ofintruction shall consist of the following:

~.~ Legal and Ethical Aspects of Force
Baton/Club Familiarization and Uses of Impact Weapons
First Aid for Baton/Club Iniuries
Practical -Techniques

(b) continued *** 

Authority cited: Sections ~ 12403.5, 13503, 13506 and 13510, 13511.3, and 13519.8,
Penal Code.
Reference: Sections 629.44(a), 832, 832.1,832.2, 832.3, 832.6, 872(b), 12403, 12403.5,
13503(e), 13510, 13510.5, 13511.3, 13516, 13517, 13519, 13519.1, 13519.2, 13519.3, and
13519.8, Penal Code; Section 607f, Civil Code; and Section 40600, Vehicle Code; Section 25755,
Business and Professions Code; Section 1797.187, Health and Safety Code.

*To be filled in by OAL.



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT
Agenda item T~Ue Report and Recommendation to Award Contract to Meei~ng Date

D Develop Basic Course Student Workbooks January 23, 1997
Bureau Researched By

Basic Training Bureau Ken Whitman Shirley PaulsordJody Buna
Executive Director AplXoval Date of Approval Date of Report

/ z -2 6 .-q(..
Purpose:

Financial Impact: ~ Yes (See Analysis for details)

[] D..,. R.,o... [] ,.,...0.* [] S’--.... E No

In me space provided below, briefly describe the ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use addiEonal sheets If required.

ISSUE

Should the Commission approve the vendor selection and award of contract for the design,
development and production of Basic Course Student Workbooks?

BACKGROUND

At the November meeting, based upon the results of the Student Workbook Pilot Project, the
Commission authorized the release of a Request for Proposal (RFP) to solicit bids for
development of student workbooks for the remaining 35 basic course learning domains. The
process of vendor selection was initiated by mailing the RFP to 19 firms and individuals on
November 12, 1996. Staffis confident of the ability to identify a successful vendor based upon
the companies participating in the bidding process but will not have formulated a
recommendation prior to mailing the agenda to the commissioners. The Commission will
receivc a supplcmcntal report at the January 23 meeting which identifies the successful vendor
and recommends award of the development contract.

ANALYSIS

The RFP represents a cost-effective plan to convert the remaining 35 domains within a three-year
period. The successful vendor will be required to adhere to a schedule that requires development
as follows:

D
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WORKBOOK DEVELOPMENT

March 1997-March 1998

Learning
Learning
Learning
Learning
Learning
Learning
Learning
Learning
Learning
Learning
Learning
Learning
Learning

Domain #6
Domain #7
Domain #8
Domain #10
Domain #9
Domain #11
Domain #12
Domain #15
Domain #16
Domain #17
Domain #25
Domain #41
Domain #34

Property Crimes
Crimes Against Persons
General Criminal Statutes
Sex Crimes
Crimes Against Children
Juvenile Law and Procedure
Controlled Substances
Laws of Arrest
Search & Seizure
Presentation of Evidence
Domestic Violence
Hazardous Materials Awareness
First Aid & CPR

March 1998-March 1999

Learning Domain #3
Learning Domain #4
Learning Domain #18
Learning Domain #42
Learning Domain #31
Learning Domain #37
Learning Domain #39
Learning Domain #40
Learning Domain #20
Learning Domain #36
Learning Domain #24

Community Relations
Victimology/Crisis Intervention
Investigative Report Writing
Cultural Diversity/Discrimination
Custody
Persons with Disabilities
Crimes Against the Justice System
Weapons Violations
Use of Force
Information Systems
Handling Disputes/Crowd Control

March 1999-March 2000

Learning
Learning
Learning
Learning
Learning
Learning
Learning
Learning
Learning
Learning
Learning

Domain # 19
Domain #21
Domain #22
Domain #23
Domain #26
Domain #27
Domain #28
Domain #29
Domain #33
Domain #35
Domain #38

Vehicle Operations
Patrol Techniques
Vehicle Pullovers
Crimes in Progress
Unusual Occurrences
Missing Persons
Traffic Enforcement
Traffic Accident Investigation
Person Searches/Baton
Firearms/Chemical Agents
Gang Awareness

2



Proposed Workplan for Student Workbook
& Instructor Guides

ATTACHHENT A

Initial Contractor Design/Vleeting

Goals
¯ Define workbook learning goals
¯ Establish sequencing
¯ Design ]earning activities
¯ Agree on workplan and due dates

Curriculum Consultants’ Meeting

Goals
¯Provide development resources
¯ Establish consensus for goals and

strategies
¯ Define SME’s for project

.......... 30-45 days

Develop and Deliver Draft Copies for Validation Meeting

Goals
¯Provide draft for approval
¯ POST schedules meeting for ecJit

and refinement

Validation Meeting

Goals
¯Edit student workbook and

instructor guides
¯Provide materials to enhance

instructor guides

41. .......... 30 days

Deliver Validation Copy []

..... 60 days

Field Test

Goals
. ° + .

¯Ensure content validity
¯Allow input statewide
¯Tesl validation of methodology

~1, .......... 30 days

[ tModilications- Final Delivery ]i



State of California

"FEB 1 ~ 1997.

Department of Justice

Memorandum

To

From :

POST Commissioners
Finance Committee

Deputy Executive Director
Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training

Date: January 21, 1997

Subject : SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT TO AGENDA ITEM RECOMMENDING AWARD OF
CONTRACT TO DEVELOP THE BASIC COURSE STUDENT WORKBOOKS

An evaluation committee was selected to review proposals to develop student workbooks.
The committee met on January 6, 1997 to determine that all proposals submitted were
responsive to all of the RFP requirements. The same committee reconvened on January
14-15, 1997 to formally review the proposals. Only four proposals were submitted and
they all satisfied the minimum requirements. The committee evaluated those proposals
using the following criteria:

Vision

The vendor shows a clear understanding of the range of problems the workbooks
will address, including their use for individual student learning and as a basis for
classroom instruction, the need for ongoing updating of materials, and the
potential use of the workbooks in other POST-certified courses. The proposal
discusses, at a high level, the overall look and feel of the workbook and solutions
to these design and delivery challenges. (15%)

¯ Development Process

The proposal describes in complete detail the essential steps to be taken in the
development of the student workbooks (including analysis, design, development,
implementation, and evaluation). (15%)

¯ Proposed Solutions

The proposal clearly addresses the key points in Section IV, and the vendor
presents realistic, innovative, and effective solutions. (25%)

¯ Personnel

The proposal identifies personnel with the appropriate skills to manage and
perform the work proposed. (10%)



E~pericncc

The vendor documents prior interactive student workbook or textbook
development experience which demonstrates an ability to properly analyze and
develop law enforcement student workbooks and manage complex projects.
(25%)

Work Plan

The proposal includes a thorough, workable plan that assures the on-time
delivery and testing of all proposed products. (10%)

¯ Cost

The total point value was adjusted using the vendor cost proposals and the Cost
Adjustment Formula. The total points assigned to a proposal by the evaluation
committee was adjusted according to the following formula:

Adjusted
Where:

TP = TP - (.25 x TP x (C - LC)+LC)
TP = total points assigned by committee
C = the cost of the proposal being evaluated
LC = cost of lowest cost proposal

The evaluation committee met on January 14, 1997 and reviewed the four proposals. Based
upon a review of the proposals, they Were given an initial weighted score. The four vendors then
made oral presentations to the evaluation panel on January 15, 1997. Based upon the oral
presentations, the proposals were then given weighted scores and each committee member was
given the opportunity to affirm or modify the points assigned to each proposal. Once the final
weighted scores had been determined, the cost envelopes were opened and the cost proposals
from each of the vendors was figured based upon the described State formula. See Attachment A
for vendor names and adjusted final scores of the proposals..

The proposal with the highest adjusted total point value was submitted by JWK International
Corporation, Annandale, Virginia with a total weighted score of 399.00 out of a possible 500.00.
JWK submitted a cost of $575,997 for the project which also was the lowest cost of all proposals
submitted in response to the RFP. Based upon the results of this comprehensive selection
process, it is recommended that JWK International Corporation be awarded a contract to develop
the remaining 35 Basic Course Student Workbooks at a cost not to exceed $575,997.

Assuming that the vendor meets all other administrative requirements, the appropriate action
would be a MOTION to authorize the executive director to enter into a contract for a sum not to
exceed $575,997 with JWK International Corporation to develop interactive student workbooks
and accompanying instructor guides for the remaining 35 Regular Basic Course learning
domains.



ATTACHN[ENT A

Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training

ADJUSTED FINAL SCORES OF PROPOSALS

Responses to POST RFP #96-011-75
(Basic Course Student Workbook Project)

On January 14, 1997, the Evaluation Committee met and evaluated four proposals in response to
our Request for Proposal (RFP) to develop 35 student workbooks and instructor guides for the
Basic Training Bureau Student Workbook Project. Following oral presentations by the four
vendors on January 15, 1997, the tentative scores were adjusted on the basis of cost proposals to
arrive at the final weighted scores using the prescribed State formula.

WEIGHTED
FINAL SCORE

1. JWK International 399.00
Annandale, VA.

Total points after initial evaluation
Total points after oral presentation
Total cost of proposal

381,50
399.00

$575,997

2. International Computers & Telecommunications 372.25
Gaithersburg, MD

Total points after initial evaluation
Total points after oral presentation
Total cost of proposal

341.50
379.50

$619,984

3. MCA Engineers, Inc. 221.61
Oxnard, CA.

Total points after initial evaluation
Total points after oral presentation
Total cost of proposal

316.00
237.00

$725,606

4. Tech Prose, Inc. 109.71
Walnut Creek, CA.

Total points after initial evaluation
Total points after oral presentation
Total cost of proposal

410.50
438.50

$2,303,500



STATE OF CALIFORNIA PETE WILSON, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE DANIEL E. LUNGREN, Attorney General

COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

’~ ~ ~" 1601 ALHAMBRA BOULEVARDO~ SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95816-7083

POST Advisory Committee Meeting
Wednesday, January 22, 1997

Wyndam Hotel at Los Angeles Airport
Ballroom

Los Angeles, CA 90045
(310) 670-9000

AGENDA
10:00 A.M.

A. Call to Order and Welcome

B* Moment of Silence Honoring Peace Officers
Killed in The Line of Duty (See Attachment A)

Since the last POST Advisory Committee meeting, the
tbllowing officers died while serving the public:

Officer James D. Schultz, CHP - Winterhaven
Detective Charles D. Swanson, Eureka Police Department
Officer Mario Navidad, Los Angeles Police Department

C. Roll Call and Special Introductions

D. Announcements

Eo Approval of November 6, 1996 Meeting Minutes
(See Attachment B)

F, Approval of Nominations for Governor’s Award for Excellence
in Peace Officer Training

G° Report from Subcommittee on Improving Law
Enforcement’s Image With Public (See Attachment C)

H° Review of Legislative Review Committee’s Agenda Item
Concerning Reserve Officer Standards

Chair

Chair

Chair

Chair

Norm Cleaver,
Chair

Joe Flannagan
Chair

Staff



I. Staff/Members

J,

K.

L.

M.

Nt

Review of Commission Meeting Agenda and Advisory Committee
Comments

Advisory Committee Member Reports

Commission Liaison Committee Remarks

Old and New Business

Next Meeting:

Wednesday, April 23, 1997
Holiday Inn Downtown
Sacramento, CA

Adjournment

Members

Commissioner

Members



A’I~TACIlHENT hOFFICERS KILLED IN THE LINE OF DUTY

1996
ID"’------#’-- NAME AGENCY FIA DATE i

Ofl~ce r CHP -
1 David W, Manning Bakersfield A 0~15~6

"Officer Oxnard
2 James R. Jensen. Jr. PD A 0~13/96

PQ~ttorll~
3 Daniel T. Fmembs PD F 05/11/96

C,T,,,= Brla
4 Ten’/L Rncher PD A 0S/22RS

G~-. CHP -
5 Don J. Burr Santa Ana F 07113/96

Deputy v~l~uu
6 Peter J. Agurrm County SD F 07117/96

M,...;=~
7 Anthony J. Olso~ c~ so A : O9/24/96

Of reef Lollg~ L
8 Kad D. Slmons PD A I~13/96

Oft~er CHP- 10/26/=36
9 Ruben F. Rios, Jr. SsnBernardino A (10/27/96)

10 Officer CHP -
James D. Schultz Winterhaven A 11/16/g6

tl G~t=.t;ve Eureka
Chades D. Swanson PD FIA 11/21/96

12
Mark) Navidad LAPD F 12/22/gS

Officer
13" Joey D. PlacentJa PD A 08/07/96

Youth C,,.,=,~,,~;ov Ca;;~u..;a
14’ IneasJe M. Baker Youth Authority F 08/O9/96

1997

ID # I NAME I AGENCY F/A DATE OF DEATH
Depu~

1 JamesLehmann, Jr. County SD F 01105/97

Deputy
2 Michael P. Haugen County SD F 01/05/97

Updated 01107P37



ATTACHMENT B
STATE OF CALIFORNIA PETE WILSON, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE DANIEL E. LUNGREN, Attorney Genera/

COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING
~’ "~ 1601 ALHAMBRA BOULEVARD

SACRAMENTO. CALIFORNIA 95816-7083

POST Advisory Ccrnmittee Meeting
November 6, 1996, 10:00 a.m.

Embassy Suites
Seaside, California

MINUTES

CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order at 10:10 a.m. by Chairman Jay Clark.

MOMENT OF SILENCE

The Advisory Committee held a moment of silence in honor of the following officers who have
lost their lives while serving the public since the last Committee meeting.

o Deputy Anthony Olson, Monterey County Sheriffs Department
o Officer Karl D. Simons, Long Beach Police Department
o Ineasie Maxie Baker, California Youth Authority
o Reuben Rios, California Highway Patrol
o Officer Joey Little, Placentia Police Department

WELCOME NEW ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEMBER

Chairman Clark welcomed Chief Kevin Mince as a new member. Chief Mince was
appointed to replace Chief Keith Miller and to serve as the CHP representative for the
three-year term expiring in September 1999.

ROLL CALL OF ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEMBERS

Present: Alan Barcleona, California Union of Safety Employees
Charles Brobeck, California Police Chiefs’ Association
Don Brown, California Organization of Police and Sheriffs
Charles Byrd, California State Sheriffs’ Association
Jay Clark, California Association of Police Training Officers
Norman Cleaver, California Academy Directors’ Association
Joe Flannagan, Peace Officers’ Research Association of California
Derald Hunt, California Association of Administration of Justice Educators
Ernest Leach, California Community Colleges



Judith Valles, Public Member
Alexia Vital-Moore, Women Peace Officers’ Association
Woody Williams, California Peace Officers’ Association

Absent: Earle Robitaille, Public Member

Commission Advisory Liaison Committee Members Present:
David Anderson
Michael Carte
Mannie Ortega
Rick TerBorch

POST Staff Present:
Norman C. Boehm, Executive Director
Hal Snow, Assistant Executive Director
Vera Roff, Secretary

Guests Present:

A1 Angele, COPS
Pete Brodie, ALADS
Michael Brooks, Los Angeles Police Department
Steve Craig, PORAC
Mike Jimenez, CCPOA
Doug McClellan, ALADS
Mike Minton, LBPOA
Willie Pannell, Los Angeles Police Department
Neil Robertson, CAUSE-CCLEA
Paul Wheeler, AMV’IC/CCLEA

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF JULY 22, 1996 MEETING

MOTION - Cleaver - second, Valles, carried unanimously to approve the minutes of the
July 17, 1996 Advisory meeting at the Hyatt Regency Hotel in Irvine.

STATUS OF GOVERNOR’S AWARD FOR EXCELLENCE IN PEACE OFFICER
TRAINING

Chairman Clark appointed Norm Cleaver as Chairman of the Awards Subcommittee. The
deadline for receiving nominations is December 31, 1996. The Subcommittee will meet on
January 7, 1997 in Bodega Bay to review the applications and make recommendations to be
presented to the Commission at its January 23, 1997 meeting. All interested Advisory
Committee members will be invited to attend the screening meeting.
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A short video of the 1995 Governor’s Award ceremony held in Irvine was shown. The 1996
ceremony will be held during the CPOA conference to be held in May in Sacramento.

REPORT FROM SUBCOMMITTEE ON IMPROVING LAW ENFORCEMENT’S
IMAGE WITH PUBLIC

Joe Flannagan, Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee for Enhancing the Image of Law
Enforcement, reported results of two committee meetings that had been held since the last
Advisory Committee meeting. There was consensus that the image can most effectively be
improved by means of a dual track approach including:

1. Improving individual officers and their agencies that can best be addressed through
POST; and

2. A public awareness media program that emphasizes the realities of law enforcement
work.

Staff was directed to prepare a draft plan for establishing a public awareness media program that
involves the state’s major law enforcement organizations. The plan will be reviewed at the next
committee meeting to be held on December 2, 1996 in Ontario.

REPORT ON THE STRATEGIC PLANNING TRANSITION COMMITTEE MEETINGS

Chairman Clark reported that the Committee has met monthly to continue its review of strategies
included in the strategic plan that need clarification. At its September meeting in Irvine the
agenda was devoted to the issue of professional licensing. As a result of input received from
representatives of labor associations who were opposed to the issue, the Committee
recommended support for the current existing system with no further study of licensing to be
pursued at this time.

All meetings of the Committee have been suspended until after a new Executive Director is on
board.

REPORT ON POST’S REQUIREMENTS FOR OUT-OF-STATE POLICE CHIEFS

At the July Commission meeting in Irvine, Chiefs Gene Kulander and Mike Berkow sought a
limited waiver for the psycho-motor skills portion of the Basic Course Waiver Procedure so they
would be qualified to receive the POST Basic Certificate and thereby be able to exercise peace
officer powers. The Commission granted an extension of the 180-day time limit required to
accomplish the skills test. At the suggestion of the Long Range Planning Committee, the ~-
Commission referred the matter to the Advisory Committee for further study.
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The Advisory Committee discussed the matter at length. It also reviewed the response from
POST’s legal counsel which indicated that the Commission does not have the legal authority to
waive the proficiency testing requirement.

MOTION - Flannagan, second - Brown, carried unanimously to recommend that the
Commission take no further action on this matter.

REVIEW OF COMMISSION MEETING AGENDA AND ADVISORY COMMITTEE
COMMENTS

Staff reviewed the November 7, 1996 Commission agenda and responded to questions and
discussion of the issues.

Agerida Item G - Report on Policies for Limited Level Reserve Officers

The Committee discussed the issue of limited level reserve officers. There was concern
expressed which focused on the possibility that SB 874 could result in having two
different types of Level I reserves. The Committee recommended the following:

MOTION - Hunt, second - Brown, and carried that the Commission postpone action
until (1) POST brings together a group of law enforcement representatives to determine
the impact of this law, and (2) to seek legislation which would address the concerns
resulting fromSB 1874. (NO: Byrd)

Agenda Item R - Executive Director Resignation

Norman Boehm thanked the Advisory Committee members for the valuable insight and
assistance they have provided during his time as Executive Director.

ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEMBER REPORTS

California Academy Directors’ Association

Norman Cleaver reported that any proposed changes in the Basic Course are first
reviewed at quarterly CADA meetings. He also reported that after its September meeting
the group toured the Museum of Tolerance. Norm recommended that any Committee
member who has not toured the Museum should take advantage of doing so when the
Commission goes on January 23.



California Community Colleges

Ernie Leach reported that Tom Nussbaum has been appointed as Interim Chancellor for
the California Community Colleges for a period of two years. At the end of that time, a
decision will be made as to whether to do an executive search for the position.

California Police Chiefs Associatiorl

Chuck Brobeck reported that the CPCA will hold their conference on February 27 in
Modesto. He announced that Chief Joe Samuels from Oakland was elected 6th Vice
President of IACP at its annual conference recently held in Phoenix.

Peace Officers’ Research Association of California

Joe Flannagan announced the next PORAC conference will be held November 22-24 in
Monterey at the Doubletree. PORAC is extremely supportive of the regional training
center concept and will continue to be an active participant in the Regional Centers
Advisory Committee meetings.

Joe encouraged all interested Advisory Committee members to provide input and/or
attend meetings of the Enhancement of the Image of Law Enforcement subcommittee.

California Organization of Police and Sher~ff~

Don Brown reported that the COPS Annual Awards banquet will be held on November
9th in Baldwin Park. Awards will be given to an officer, legislator, and prosecutor of the
year.
Plans are also underway for the annual golf conference in June in Palm Desert.

Public Member

Judith Valles announced that since retiring she has accepted the position of Interim
President at Ventura County Community College District which will last approximately
four more months. She requested assistance from staffin providing a clear definition of
delineation of functions between campus/college police and city police to alleviate the
confusion which exists at the current time.

Womens Peace Officers’ Association

Alexia Vital-Moore reported that WPOA Executive Board meeting will be held on
November 16.
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California Peace Officers’ Association

Woody Williams reported that CPOA is still involved in its search for an Executive
Director. Woody announced that the Regional Centers Advisory Committee will meet in
Irvine on November 9 to consider possible legislation for development of regional skills
centers.

Califomia Association of Administration of Justice Educators

Derald Hunt reported that CAAJE is in the final stages of development for their web site,
and they are continuing to work on arrangements for their annual conference to be held
April 24-26 in South Lake Tahoe.

California Association of Police Training Officers

Jay Clark reported that the new president for CAPTO is Robert Tolich of West Covina
Police Department, and the new executive secretary is Ron Watson of the State Center
Community College Police in Reedley.

Advisory_ Committee Liaison Report

Commissioners present expressed appreciation to the Advisory Committee members for
their continued interest and input.

ELECTION OF OFFICERS

MOTION - Hunt, second - Flannagan, carried unanimously to nominate Woody
Williams as Vice-Chairman of the Advisory Committee.

MOTION - Brobeck, second - Williams, carried unanimously to nominate Norman
Cleaver as Chairman of the Advisory Committee.

MOTION - Brobeck, second - Hunt, carried unanimously to approve Norman Clcavcr as
Chairman and Woody Williams as Vice Chairman for the coming year.

NN ENT

Staff reminded the group that the tour of the Museum of Tolerance will be held at the conclusion
of the January 23, 1997 Commission meeting. The Commission has authorized payment for
Advisory Committee members to participate in the tour.



On behalf of the Committee, Jay Clark thanked Norman Boehm for his contributions to law
enforcement profession.

Chairman Clark closed the meeting in a moment of silence in honor of those officers who have
been killed in the line of duty since the last Advisory Committee meeting.

There being no further business to come before the Committee, the meeting was adjourned at
11:55 a.m.

Vera Roff
Executive Secretary



ATTACHMENT C

COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING
Ad Hoc Committee for Enhancing The Image Of Law Enforcement

December 2, 1996 - Ontario CA
Summary of Meetin~ Results

A meeting of the Ad H0c Committee for enhancing the image of law enforcement was attended
by Joe Flannagan (Chairman), Captain Michael Nagaoka, Deputy Chris Miller, Captain Timm
Browne, Sergeant Sandra Houston, Chief Steve Staveley, Captain Katie Roberts, Chief Stan
Henry, Captain Thomas Moselle, and Everitt Johnson.

The following is a summary of the meeting discussions.

o Draft plan for a Public Awareness Media Program approved.

o Discussion on need to look at marketing strategies

support for idea of nuclear group of ad hoc members to get message out to Chiefs
and Sheriffs Associations groups. (mentioned Chief Joe Santuri) who did
something similar with a public relations project).

support for proposal to video citizen groups throughout state who would comment
on their perception of law enforcement image. This video would then be shown
to Chief Executives, as first step to obtaining SUPPORT FROM THE TOP
DOWN.

committee desirous of developing video in time to be shown at Cal-chiefs
conference in February. Feasibility of this will depend on POST support for
development of video ($15,000 to 20,000) and initial concept discussions and
informal presentation at Cal-chiefs lunch with Chief Brobeck, Lowenberg, and
others.

support idea of putting on a series of workshops statewide, and/or a Symposium
to further establish strategy for enhancing law enforcement image.

discussed development of a handbook of do’s and don’ts for chief executives and
personnel on improving law enforcement imagining.

o Ad Hoc committee chair Joe Flannagan discussed the possibility of presenting concept to
commission at January 23rd meeting. Will seek counsel with Advisory Chair Jay Clark
as to feasibility. May be premature at this time; would need initial approval of Advisory
Committee, which meets on January 22rid. Concept presentation representatives are:
Capt. Tom Moselle, LAPD; Sgt. Sandra Houston, CHP; Captain Timm Browne, Rialto
P.D., and Joe Flannagan. (note: 1-night per diem requested for CHP Sgt. Houston to
attend the January 22, Advisory meeting and January 23, Commission meeting.)



Committee requested a letter be prepared to Sheriff Block requesting release time for
Deputy Chris Miller, Media Producers’ Unit to begin work on the project. Deputy Miller
said he can develop a draft script and mail out to Media Distribution units statewide for
input.) The committee request POST assistance in preparing the letter to Sheriff Block.

o Next meeting scheduled for Wednesday, February 5, 1996 at 10:00 A.M. in Ontario.



AD HOC COMMITTEE FOR ENHANCING THE IMAGE OF LAW ENFORCEMENT

A Plan for Media Program

Background -

Law enforcement is

enforcement,

of ways that are not always objective. The public
the what’s and why’s. Law

gencies, needs to have the public’s support.

Objective

e Coalition" which is dedicated to the
purpose of e and maintaining an ongoing public awareness media program that will
objectively portray California law enforcement.

Participation -

Representatives of all statewide law enforcement associations, POST, the Attorney General’s
Office, the media and the public are eligible to participate on the Coalition’s Board of Directors
according to a formula to be established by the Board. For purposes of securing necessary
funding, the Board of Directors may affiliate itself with an existing 501 (c) (3) foundation 
governmental agency. The Board may establish technical and other subcommittees to
accomplish its objectives. Because the Coalition is an all-volunteer organization, it’s expected
that members of the Board and its subcommittees will donate their time and resources to its

¯ activities.

Timetable -

Once this plan has been finalized, individual eligible organizations will be invited to participate
on the Coalition’s Board of Directors. It is anticipated the Coalition will devote much of 1997 to
organizing and planning.

Funding -

The Coalition’s Board of Directors shall develop funding mechanisms for its media development
activities including, but not limited to, grants, donations, assessment of its members, etc. To the
extent possible, effort will be made to utilize the media itself and advertising/marketing
companies to assist with individual projects. Also, efforts of individual law enforcement
organizations will be considered for expansion for statewide and/or regional programs.

Technical Expertise -

To the extent possible, the Coalition will make use of the vast technical expertise and creativity
within law enforcement agencies, especially from media producers and public information
officers.

(over)



Possible Projects -

Some of the possible projects that i
one half-hour TV talk show
questions, 2) public
documentary programs.

be undertaken by the Coalition include: 1) an ongoing
enforcement and answering the public’s

3) infommercials, 4) billboards, and 

To the extent
determine the

Goals and

Coalition will conduct market research and post-evaluation to
,f individual projects.

The Coalition will establish short and long term goals and strategies that will be reviewed by the
organizations participating on the Coalition’s Board of Directors.



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT

Agenda Item Title Meeting Date

I Interagency Agreement - Department of Water
Resources (DWR) - Microfilming Services January 23, 1997

Bureau Reviewsd By Researched By

Information Services Bureau Darrell Stewart Leah Cherry
Date of Approval Date of Report

~;g-.el- November 18, 1996

Finandal Impact: [] Yes (See Analysis for details)
[] Decision Requested [] Information Only [] Status Report [] No
In me space provided below, briefly describe the ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use addllJonal sheets if required.

Commission review and amendment of an Interagency Agreement #96-001-11 for microfilming services, with the
Department of Water Resources (DWR) for Fiscal Year 1996/97.

BACKGROUND

Microfilming reduces the amount of office space required for records storage. POST has had for many years, an
annual Interagency Agreement for microfilm services with the Department of Water Resources. For the past two

)years, the annual amount expended through this agreement has been below $10,000. Microfilm volume has
increased dramatically during this fiscal year and expenditures are expected to exceed $10,000. Commission
approval is required for all contracts of $10,000 or more.

ANALYSIS

Expenditures under this year’s contract through November 1996 are $4,281.97. A considerable volume of work
is in progress, and an increased volume is expected in the second half of the fiscal year. The higher volume this
year is attributed to catch up need brought about by lower than normal volumes in the past two years.

An organization review has been completed in order to estimate the volume of microfilming that will be completed

by end of the fiscal year. A maximum fiscal year cost estimate is $19,998.00. If the Commission approves
spending authority at that level, it will enable microfilming to continue at maximum estimated levels through June
30, 1997.

RECOMMENDATION

Authorize the Executive Director to amend Interagency Agreement #96-001-11 with the Department of Water
Resources for microfilming services for Fiscal Year 1996/97, in an amount not to exceed $19,998.00

POST 1-187 (Rev. 8/95)



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT

Agenda Item Title Contract to write Feasibility Study Report (FSR) and Request for uaeting Date

Proposal (PEP) for new POSTRAC system January 23, 1997
Reviewed Byaul’eau

Standards and Evaluation Services
Executive Director Approval

Purpose ~~

[] Decision Rs<:luested [] Inforrnel~on Only

Date of Approval

[--7 Status Report
Financial Impact:

Researched By 1-’~

Date of Report I)v

January 7, 1997

[] Yes (See Analysis for details)

[] No

In the space provided below, briefly describe the ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use additional sheets if required.

ISSUE

Request for approval of contract services to write Feasibility Study Report (FSR) and Request For
Proposal (RFP) for development of new POSTRAC system

BACKGROUND

POSTRAC is a computer-based system that permits basic academies to download, print and machine
score POST-developed (and mandated) multiple-choice tests; keep records of student performance; and
produce a variety of reports that serve both instructional and administrative purposes. While the system
has worked very well, it was developed 10 years ago and is technologically antiquated.

In recognition of the need to update and expand the system, the Commission approved issuance of a
Request for Proposal (RFP) for this purpose in 1993 at a cost not to exceed $230,000. Due to the scope 
the project, staff conducted a Feasibility Study Report (FSR) that had to be approved by the Department
of Finance prior to the issuance of the RFP. The FSR was completed and approved and work was begun
on the RFP when the Commission acted in July 1994 to delay the project for a period of one year as a
means of reducing expenditures during fiscal year 94;95. The Commission has subsequently renewed
spending authority for the new system up through the current fiscal year.

ANALYSIS

The need to replace the current POSTRAC system is greater than ever and with the technological
advances that have been made since 1993, the total expenditures to develop the new system arelikely to
be less than the originally estimated $230,000. Important features proposed for the new system include
use of graphics-based test items, automated scoring of exercise and scenario tests, automated retrieval and
storage of training management materials (training specifications, performance objectives, scenario tests,
student workbooks, etc.), electronic scheduling and record keeping (classes, instructors, attendance, etc.),
academy development of customized tests, a graphics-based operating system (e.g., Windows), and
expansion of the system for use in other POST-certified courses.

The FSR has become Outdated and due to other workload POST computer staffwill not be available to
revise the FSR and develop the PEP in the foreseeable future. The necessary resources to accomplish this

I
POST 1-187 (Rev. 8,’95)



work can be procured from contractors approved under the state’s Master Services Agreement
(MSA). Several computer systems analysts who are employed by MSA providers have been
interviewed by POST staffto assess their capabilities to perform this work. Based on these
interviews and subsequent reference checks, several qualified systems analysts were identified
and it is recommended that POST contract for the services of one of the MSA providers. It is
estimated that a maximum of 600 contract hours will be needed to complete the work. At an
hourly billing rate of $58, the total amount of the contract will not exceed $34,800.

RECOMMENDATION
Approve a contract with an MSA provider for an amount not to exceed $34,800 to revise the
FSR and write the RFP for the new POSTRAC system.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
PETE WILSON, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
DANIEL E. LUNGREN, Attorney General

COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

iA~L~’~ 1601 ALHAMBRA BOULEVARD
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95816-7083

FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING
January 22, 1997 - 2:00 p.m.

Wyndham Hotel
6225 West Century Boulevard

Los Angeles, CA 90045
(310) 670-9000

AGENDA

COMMITTEE MEMBERS
Rick TerBorch, Chairman
David Anderson
Ted Hunt
Ronald Lowenberg

B. Financifl Report- Second Ouarter FY 1996-97

A report on the status of the training reimbursement budget is included under the Consent
Calendar (see Tab B of Commission agenda). The Committee will review the
reimbursable training volume and categories of expenditures to date.

C. Review of Governor’s Budget for FY 1997/98

A copy of POST’s FY 97/98 budget, as proposed in the Governor’s budget, will be
provided at the meeting. It is expected that the budget will be approximately the same as
FY 96/97 (without the one-time augmentation that was included this year). Continuation
of funding for the Museum of Tolerance training program is anticipated.

D. Review of Expenditure Levels and Projections for the FY 96/97

A report on expenditure projections and options will be provided at the meeting.

E. Report on AvailabiliW of Grant Funds to Establish Community_ Policing Institutes

The U.S. Department of Justice has invited grant proposals for establishment of
Community Policing Institutes. The institutes would provide training and technical
assistance. Communications with selected law enforcement agencies suggest that a best
role for POST may be to partner with and provide any needed assistance to law
enforcement agencies that will be seeking grant funds. A brief report is included under
this tab for the Committee’s consideration.



I-I,

I,

Report on Driver Training Simulator Project

At its November 1996 meeting, the Finance Committee received a report outlining
considerations regarding future Commission financial support for the simulator-based
driver training program. Following discussion, the Committee asked that staff complete
further analysis, and bring the matter back before the Committee at the January 1997
meeting. Analysis and a tentative long-term plan for the Commission in this regard is
included under this tab.

Report on Public Safety Dispatcher Entry-Level Test Fees

In July 1995 the Commission expanded the selection standards for entry-level dispatchers
to require that candidates for the position be evaluated for verbal, reasoning, memory and
perceptual abilities. A July 1, 1997 implementation date was established for the new
requirements to permit agencies to develop their own job related tests of these abilities.

At the same July 1995 meeting, the Commission approved the POST Entry-Level
Dispatcher Selection Test Battery, a series of tests developed by POST to measure the
abilities required under the new requirements. To date, 148 of the approximately 340
agencies in the POST Dispatcher Program have signed security agreements to use the test
battery, and 91 agencies have administered the tests at least once. Users of the test
currently pay the costs to print and distribute the test materials in accordance with an
established fee schedule. The report under this tab includes estimated costs for POST to
underwrite the testing program upon the July 1, 1997 effective date of the new standards.
Such action would be consistent with Commission’s long standing policy to provide the
POST reading and writing test battery at no cost to user agencies in conjunction with the
Commission’s reading and writing ability requirements for entry-level peace officers.

Review of Proposed Contracts on the Janua _ry 23. 1997 Commission Agenda

o Interagency Agreement With Department of Water Resources for Microfilming
Services (See Tab M under Commission agenda)

o Contract for Consultant Services to Write Feasibility Study Report and
Request for Proposal for Development of New POSTRAC System (See Tab N under
Commission agenda)

o RFP to Develop Student Workbooks for 35 Basic Course Learning Domains (See Tab
K under Commission agenda)

Review of Proposed Contracts for FY 96/97

At each January meeting, the Commission receives a Committee report on major training,
standards, and administrative contracts planned for the upcoming year. Information
regarding these contracts is presented in order to obtain the Commission’s approval to
negotiate and return the proposed contracts for final approval at the April 1997
Commission meeting.
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If the Finance Committee concurs, the appropriate action would be to recommend that the
Commission authorize the Executive Director to negotiate the contracts and return them
to the April meeting for formal approval.

Proposed contracts to be negotiated for FY 97-98:

Training Contracts

.
Management Course
This course is currently budgeted at $309,539 for 20 presentations spread
among five presenters:

California State University - Humboldt
California State University - Long Beach
California State University - Northridge
California State University - San Jose
San Diego Regional Training Center

.
San Diego Regional Training Center for support of Executive Trainin~
(e,g.. Command College. Executive Training. and Executive Seminars)
The San Diego Regional Training Center serves as the chief contractor for
a variety of training activities of the Commission conducted by the Center
for Leadership Development. Curriculum development as well as
instructional and evaluation costs for these training activities for FY 96/97
was $422,345.

,
CSU Long Beach for support of the Supervisory Leadership Institute
The CSU Long Beach Foundation provides administrative services for the
Supervisory Leadership Institute. This includes training site support,
ordering materials, paying instructors and auditors, and purchasing/main-
training equipment. Costs for these services in FY 96/97 were $540,840
for eight classes running continuously throughout the year.

.
Department of Justice Training Center
The Department of Justice has provided training to local law enforcement
each year through an interagency agreement with POST since 1974. The
Commission approved a current year contract in an amount not to exceed
$993,451.

o San Diego State University for 12 Satellite Video Broadcasts
POST currently has an interagency agreement with San Diego State
University for $60,000 for the assembly and transmission of 12 videotape
training programs during FY 96/97.

.
Alameda County_ District Attorney’s Office and Golden West College for
Case Law Update Video Production
POST currently has contracts with Alameda County District Attorney’s
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.

.

10.

11.

12.

13.

Office and Golden West College for $52,000 for the production of 24 Case
Law Update programs each during FY 96/97.

Telecourse Programs
POST will have developed and delivered 12 telecourse programs and two
specialized training films during FY 96/97. The current contract for these
programs is with the San Diego State University for a cost in the amount
of $550,000.

Master Instructor Program
At its November 1995 meeting, the Commission approved a modification
to an existing contract with the San Diego Regional Training Center to
continue the Master Instructor Development Program on an ongoing basis.
The program is the key to the Commission’s emphasis on improving the
quality of instruction for law enforcement. The contractor has provided
POST with superior presentation support and meets POST’s demand for
high quality law enforcement training. The FY 96/97 contract totalled
$244,103.

Robert Presley Institute for Criminal Investigation
The Commission approved contracts totalling $442,000 to provide ten
offerings of the ICI Core Course in FY 96/97.

Robert Presley Institute of Criminal Investigation Instructors’ Workshops
The Commission authorized special training during the last four years for
instructors of the Robert Presley Institute of Criminal Investigation (ICI)
so that the ICI Core and Foundation Specialty Courses are designed and
taught using the adult experience-based learning concepts.

POST currently has a contract with the San Diego Regional Training
Center to present the Robert Presley Institute of Criminal Investigation
(ICI) Instructors’ Update Workshops and conduct six course evaluation
meetings at a cost not to exceed $58,000.

Basic Narcotic. Basic Motorcycle. and Basic Academy Driver Training
Last year the Commission approved contracts for specific presenters of the
Basic Narcotics, Basic Motorcycle, and Basic Academy Driver Training
for FY 96/97. The total amount of current year contracts is $1,738,781.

Labor/Management Partnerships Course
The San Diego Regional Training Center holds the contract to present four
courses during FY 96/97 for a total amount not to exceed $67,902.

Building High Performance. Inclusive Organizations Diversity_ Course
In July 1996, the Commission approved a contract of $78,326 to complete
diversity training for 16 agencies in the pilot program and an expected 24
new agencies to begin the program during FY 96/97.

4



Standards Contracts

14. Cooperative Personnel Services for Basic Course Proficiency Exam
POST has contracted with Cooperative Personnel Services for
administration of the POST Proficiency Examination since 1984. The
current year contract is for $58,000.

15. Interagency Aareement with Cooperative Personnel Services for Entry-
L~V¢I Readin~ and Writing Test Battery
POST has contracted with Cooperative Personnel Services for
administration of the POST entry-level reading and writing test battery
since 1983. The current year contract is for $113,800¯

16. Interageney A~reement with Cooperative Personnel Services for P.C. 832¯
E ~at’

POST has contracted with Cooperative Personnel Services for
administration of the P.C. 832 Written Examination since 1989. The
current year contract is $41,500.

Administrative Contracts

17. State Controller’s Office for Interagency Agreement for Auditin~ Services
Each year POST has negotiated an interagency agreement with the State
Controller’s Office to conduct audits of selected local jurisdictions which
receive POST reimbursement funds. The Commission approved an
agreement not to exceed $85,000 for the current fiscal year.

18. Interagency Agreement with Teale Data Center for Computer Services
Each year POST has negotiated an Interagency Agreement with Teale
Data Center (a state agency) for supplemental computer services. The
contract provides a link between POST’s computer and the Data Center’s
mainframe computer. This allows data processing jobs and the storage of
large data files that require more resources than POST’s minicomputer can
provide. Current year costs for this service are approximately $65,000.

19. ~tract
The mandated California Accounting and Reporting Systems
(CALSTARS) requires an agreement with the Health and Welfare Data
Center to provide computer linkage and necessary data processing
services. The Commission approved a current year contract in an amount
not to exceed $25,000¯

20. Eastman Kodak Copier Maintenance Contract
Each year POST must enter into a contract for maintenance of its Kodak
copier. The cost of the maintenance agreement is based on a flat rate plus
a per copy charge in accordance with a Master Services Agreement



developed by the State Department of General Services. The current year
contract is $16,000.

21. Interagencv Agreement for Microfilming Services
Each year POST has entered into an interagency agreement with the
Department of Water Resources for microfilming services. The current
year contract should not exceed $19,998.

J. ADJOURNMENT
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COMMISSION ON POST
FISCAL YEAR 1996-97

(AS OFI2-31-g6)

EXPENDITURESUMMARY CONTRACT SUMMARY
RESOURCES (A) $42,997,000 APPROVED TRAINING CONTRACTS

Revenue Projection 31,713,000
prior Year Savings and other adj 5,078,000 Management Course $ 309,539

Budget Act Revenue Adj (Sec 24.1 O) 6,206,000 Executive Training 422.345
Supervisory Ldrship tast 473,320

DOJ Training Center 993,451

EXPENDITURES: Satellite Video Tng 68,000

Case Law Updates 58,090

ADMINISTRATION $10,181,000 Telecourse Programs 550,000

Basic Course Prof,Exam 58,000

TRAINING CONTRACTS/LA $8,430,008 Basic Narcotic, Motorcycle, and DT 1,518.722

Contracts (See list) 7,170,008 Master Instructor Program 244,103

Letters of Agreement 1,100,000 ICI Core Course 442,000

Conf Room Rental 160,000 POSTRAC * 230,000

PC 832 Exam 39,700

ICI Instructor Update 58,000

TRAINING REIMBURSEMENT $15,892,129 ~ Driver Training Sims 281,759

Trainees: 48,334 Spanish Language Training * 127,000

Subsistence 8,312.865 Entry tavel reading~vdttag 109,850

Commuter meals 1,500,098 ,/" Labor Management Course

Travel 2,576,582 Special Consultant (FTO) 120,000

Tuition 3,502,584 Special Consultant (Reserve Tmg Program) 120,000
Miscellaneous Contracts 69,263

MUSEUM OF TOLERANCE , $2,000,000 ¯ - Approved in FY 95-6 Total $ 6,293,052

Contract 1,556,000
Reimbursements 444,000

ACTIONS TAKEN AT JULY 96 MEETING $1,853,420 Additional Tralninq Contracts (July 96 Meeting)

1, Per diem increase ($760,000 est) (incl) Multimedia Classroom Project Pilot 60,000

2. Team Bldg Workshops (Cultural Div) 228,000 ~/ Student Work Books 200,000

3, BatelliteAntennasllVD 1,045.420 *J Cutturat Diversity Tmg (SDRTC) 78,326
360,000

4. Encwption 580,000 Ddver Training Sire (LAPD)
SLI Program Increase 178.630

ACTIONS TAKEN AT NOVEMBER 1996 MEETING $695,000 Total $ 876,956

t. Per diem increase 506.000 Grand Tcta $ 7,170,008

2. Replacement IVD systems 189,000

EXPENDITURES, TOTAL $39,051,557

>ROJECTED SAVINGS (CARRY OVER TO FY 97-8) -$3,000,000

RESERVES $945,443

Differences from 10-6-96 report
1. Resources increased to budgeted expenditure level of $42.997 m
2. Revised trainee and expenditure projection
3, Actions taken at the November Commission meeting added
4. Projected savings in FY 96-7 to be carried over for use in FY 97-8

J
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COMMISSION ON POST
FISCAL YEAR 1996-97

(AS OF12-31-96)

EXPENDITURE SUMMARY

BUDGET SUMMARY

(DETAILS) (TOTAL)

PROJECTION

(DETAILS) (TOTAL)
RESOURCES (A)

Revenue Projection
Prior Year Savings and other adj
Budget Act Revenue Adj (Sec 24.10)

31,713,000
5,078,000
6,206,000

$42,997,000

31,713,000
5,078,000
6,206,000

$42,997,000

EXPENDITURES:

ADMINISTRATION

TRAINING CONTRACTS/LA
Contracts (See list)
Letters of Agreement
Conf Room Rental

7,170,008
1,100,000

160,000

TRAINING REIMBURSEMENT
Trainees: 48,334

Subsistence 8,312,865
Commuter meals 1,500,098
Travel 2,576,582
Tuition 3,502,584

MUSEUM OF TOLERANCE
Contract 1,556,000
Reimbursements 444,000

ACTIONS TAKEN AT JULY 96 MEETING
1. Per diem increase ($760,000 est) (Incl)
2. Team Bldg Workshops (Cultural Div) 228,000
3. Satellite Anten nas/IVD 1,045,420
4. Encryption 580,000

ACTIONS TAKEN AT NOVEMBER 1996 MEETING
1. Per diem increase 506,000
2. Replacement IVD systems 189,000

$10,181,000

$8,430,008

$15,892,129

$2,000,000

$1,853,420

$695,000

6,327,132
1,100,000

160,000

8,312,865
1,500,098
2,576,582
3,502,584

1,167,000
333,000

$10,100,000

$7,587,132

$15,892,129 ~

$1,500,000

$1,739,420
(incl)

114,000
1,045,420

580,000 f

$695,000
506,000
189,000 ’J

EXPENDITURES, TOTAL

PROJECTED SAVINGS(CARRY OVER TOFY97-8)

RESERVES

$39,051,557

-$3,000,000

$945,443

$37,513,681

-$3,000,000

$2,483,31~

DIFFERENCE

-81,000

-842,876

0

-500,000

-114,000

0

-1,537,876

0

$1,537,876



RLE: 967pRO2A

COMMISSION ON POST
FISCAL YEAR 1996-97

(AS OF12-31-96)

CONTRACT SUMMARY

APPROVED TRAINING CONTRACTS BUDGET

Management Course $ 309,539
Executive Training 422,345
Supervisory Ldrship Inst 473,320
DOJ Training Center 993,451
Satellite Video Tng 68,000
Case Law Updates 58,000
Telecourse Programs 550,000
Basic Course Prof Exam 58,000
Basic Narcotic, Motorcycle, and DT 1,518,722
Master Instructor Program 244,103
ICI Core Course 442,000
POSTRAC * 230,000
PC 832 Exam 39,700
ICI Instructor Update 58,000
Driver Training Sims 281,759
Spanish Language Training * 127,000
Entry level reading/writing 109,850
Labor Management Course **
Special Consultant (FTO) 120,000
Special Consultant (Reserve Tmg Program) 120,000
Miscellaneous Contracts 69,263

Total $6,293,052
* - Approved in FY 95-6
**-FY 95-6 contract extended thru 6-30-97

Additional Training Contracts (July 96 Meetinq)
Multimedia Classroom Project Pilct 60,000
Student Work Books 200,000
Cultural Diversity Trng (SDRTC) 78,326
Driver Training Sim (LAPD) 360,000
SLI Program Increase 178,630

Total $ 876,956

$7,170,008Grand Total

PROJECTION

$ 309,539
422,345
473,320
993,451
68,000
57,000

550,000
15,000

1,348,952
244,103
439,252

39,697
57,585

281,759

109,850

90,000

69,263

DIFFERENCE

1,000

43,000
169,770

2,748
230,000

3
415

127,000

30,000
120,000

60,000
200,000
78,326 /

358,381 vf 1,619
61,309 117,321

$ 758,016
$ 6,327,132 $842,876

$ 5,569,116 $723,936



3 YEAR PROJECTION

Beginning Reserves

Revenues
Penalties (PAF)
Other
PAF/DT

Total

Total Resources

Expenditures
Support
Local Assistance

Total

Year End Reserve

DIFF

405

-21
0

-4 206
-4,227

-3,822

183
3.738
3,921

-7,743

DIFF

-7,743

0
0
O

0

-7,743

0
-5.260
-5,260

-2,483



State of California Department of Justice

MEMORANDUM

To

From

Finance Committee

Deputy Executive Director
Commission on Peace Officer Standards & Training

Date: Jan. 8, 1997

Subject : COMMUNITY ORIENTED POLICING GRANT PROGRAM

The U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Community Oriented Policing Services, has
announced availability of up to $20 million to fund Regional Community Policing
Institutes. Each regional institute would develop and present innovative training and
provide technical assistance to support implementation of community policing.

Entities eligible to apply for grants are (1) law enforcement agencies, (2) training
institutions, (3) colleges/universities, and (4) POST Commissions. The applicant 
demonstrate a partnership with one, or preferably more than one, other entity. One
partner must be a non-profit community organization.

Because the grant application deadline is January 31, 1997, staffhas contacted a number
of law enforcement agencies to ascertain their interest in the grant program and their
views on an appropriate role for POST. Several agencies have expressed their intention
to apply for grant funds. The prevailing view is that POST should assume a coordinating
role and agree to partner with those agencies applying for grants.

The issue is before the Committee for review and discussion. The Committee may wish
to consider a recommendation that staff be authorized to sign partnership agreements on
behalf of the Commission.



State of California Department of Justice

MEMORANDUM

To:

From:

Fin~mmittee
Date: December 31, 1996

NORMAN C. BOEI-IM, Executive Director
Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training

Subject: DRIVING SIMULATORS FOR CALIFORNIA LAW ENFORCEMENT

For many years, the Commission has been concerned with the high economic and human costs
associated with driving accidents involving law enforcement personnel. Numerous programs have
been instituted to improve driver training, including support for behind-the-wheel programs and
the development of an interactive videodisc course. In 1993, atter much study, the Commission
funded a pilot project to determine the feasibility of using simulators to address the special
problems of high speed emergency response and pursuit driving. The simulator training focused
on teaching judgement and decision-making under conditions that could only be presented in a
simulator.

To date the Commission has invested or encumbered more than two million dollars in the project,
providing support in four areas: (1) the cost of the simulator equipment to three agencies
participating in the pilot project (the San Bernardino County Sheriffs Department, the Los
Angeles County Sheriffs Department, and the San Jose Police Department) and to the Los
Angeles Police Department; (2) the salary for one full-time driving simulator instructor at each 
the sites; (3) the cost for one person to work half-time with all the sites in developing driving
scenarios for use in the simulators; and (4) support of the Driving Simulator Advisory Committee,
comprised of representatives from each of the simulator sites, to give direction in scenario and
curriculum development and to work with POST staff in evaluating the simulator programs.

The evaluation report submitted to the Commission indicated that recipients of the training rated
it as very favorable: "Overall, the results of the evaluation are very positive and reflect favorably
on the Commission’s action to underwrite the pilot program." (Refer to Attachment 1 for 
summary of the report.) In addition to the interest in the driving simulation from those agencies
that have participated in the POST-funded programs, other organizations in California have
become involved: the West Covina Police Department purchased four simulators; the Association
of Bay Area Governments (ABAG), a risk management group, established a mobile driving
simulator to serve its member agencies; and the Coachella Valley Joint Powers Insurance
Authority is in the process of developing a mobile simulator program. In July 1996, the
Commission authorized funds for the Los Angeles Police Department to purchase simulators, and
POST has recently been advised that a consortium of agencies in Contra Costa County plans to
develop a regional driving training facility that would include simulators.



The growing interest in driving simulators is an indication that driver training remains a high
priority for law enforcement agencies and that the POST-funded pilot project has created
confidence that critical training issues can be effectively addressed using simulation.

POST staff and members of the Driving Simulator Committee have been keeping abreast of recent
technological changes and issues related to driving simulation and have attended demonstrations
of new simulators. (See Attachment 2 for more information.)

At its past two meetings, the Finance Committee has discussed POST’s role in funding future
driving simulator programs; this report is intended to assist the Committee in continuing its
discussion in order to answer questions such as the following:

¯ Should POST provide capital outlays for new driving simulator equipment in the future?

¯ Should POST provide financial support for maintaining and upgrading existing simulator
equipment purchased for the three agencies participating in the pilot program?

¯ Should POST underwrite all or part of the cost of simulator instructor salaries?

¯ What should POST’s role be with respect to curriculum development and instructor training
for driving simulator programs?

It is presumed that the Commission (1) wishes to continue its efforts to assist law enforcement 
meeting driver training needs and (2) remains supportive of the use and development of driving
simulators. The following recommendations are being presented to the Finance Committee for its
consideration in developing POST’s role with respect to driving simulators:

1. Since the Commission is very supportive of using driving simulators for law enforcement
training, staff should be directed to continue its efforts to be informed about the field and to
serve as a resource about the various systems available and what is involved in developing
effective driving simulator programs.

2. In the future, the Commission should consider not funding the purchase, maintenance, or
upgrading of driving simulation equipment except in special circumstances.

3. Agencies interested in purchasing driving simulators should be encouraged to seek funding
through grants or other means, such as the sharing of costs by groups of participating
agencies.

4. Staff should continue to work closely with agencies to ensure that their driving simulator
courses can be certified.
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.
POST should consider providing a reasonable reimbursement of tuition for POST-certified
driving simulator courses to cover some of the presentation costs. (The amount of tuition will
most likely have a cap since it is notpossible for POST to assume all of the costs associated
with these programs.)

.
The Commission should consider continuing its support of the Driving Simulator Committee
to promote cooperation, information sharing, and the development of standards for driving
simulator instructors and programs. (See Attachment 2 for more information about the work
of this committee.)

,
Staff.should be directed to continue working in partnership with companies in the private
sector that are interested in developing driving simulators by providing information on
requirements for law enforcement driving and technical specifications that will assist these
companies in using their technology most appropriately.

If the above recommendations are acceptable to the Commission, their adoption would provide
clear future direction in this area. The commission would be postured as continuing to support
simulator technology and encouraging new developments in the field, while conserving POST
resources through cost sharing.

Also, it should be observed that even though the Commission may not plan to allocate funds on a
regular basis in the future for the purchase of driving simulator equipment, the Commission may
choose to fund one or more driving simulator projects to meet training needs that cannot be met
in any other way. For example, the Commission may decide sometime in the future to fund a
mobile driving simulator program for the Central Valley or for Northern California, two regions
where this training is not now available.

This item is on the Committee’s agenda for information, discussion, and recommendations.



ATTACHMENT 1

SUMMARY OF THE FINAL EVALUATION REPORT
FOR THE DRIVING SIMULATOR PROJECT

(From the Agenda for the November 1995 Commission Meeting)

In July 1993 the Commission approved the establishment of a driver training simulator pilot
program at each of three sites: the Los Angeles County Sheriff’s Department, the San
Bernardino County Sheriffs Department, and the San Jose Police Department. To date, more
than 3,700 law enforcement personnel have received simulator training as part of the pilot
program. The full report describes the results of an evaluation of the program.

As more fully described in the report, three different types of information were collected for the
evaluation: (1) student feedback immediately following the training (N=1,865), (2) student
feedback three to nine months aider the training (N=96), and (3) student performance on 
simulator (N=98). The results are summarized below.

Student feedback immediately following training was generally very favorable with respect to the
overall training experience and the objectives of increasing awareness and understanding of the
dangers, decision points, and policy issues associated with pursuit and emergency response
driving. Students were less confident in their ability to drive the simulator. The handling
characteristics of the simulator (steering, cornering, etc.), particularly the ability to judge speed
and distance, were often reported as limiting factors which warrant improvement. Other
frequently mentioned suggestions for improving the training were to improve the graphics and
increase training time.

Those with more law enforcement experience and those having more prior law enforcement driver
training were somewhat less favorable in their evaluations, although the majority of members from
these groups also described the training in favorable terms. Self-evaluations of overall
performance on the simulator were found to be strongly associated with evaluations of the
training (i.e., those who evaluated their own performance most favorably also tended to evaluate
the training most favorably).

Those who received training in a single instructor environment (with typically three or four
simulators in operation), and those who spent less time driving the simulator (in particular, 
minutes or less), also were less favorable in their evaluations. These relationships appear to
account, in large part, for differences found in the evaluations by training site.

A significant percentage of students reported experiencing one or more symptoms of simulator
sickness (47.2%). However, few among this group did not complete the training (7.2%).
Women more ot~en reported symptoms than men (64.9% versus 44.6%), and more often did not
complete training if they reported symptoms (11.7% for women; 5.5% for men). Those who are
susceptible to car sickness reported higher incidence rates for all symptoms; older students
reported higher rates for nausea and headache. No differences were found in sickness rates by

4



ATTACHMENT 1

training site, training date, time since last meal, hours of sleep before training, or use/nonuse of
corrective lenses.

Feedback from students interviewed subsequent to training was consistent with that obtained from
students immediately following training. The majority of interviewees (61.3 %) rated the overall
effectiveness of the. training as "above average," compared to other driver training received;
57.4% rated the training "very effective" and another 23.4% "effective" with respect to
heightening awareness of the dangers associated with pursuit and emergency response driving;
and 92.6% would recommend the training for others. Close to half of the interviewees (47.9%)
were able to recall specific instances where they applied what they learned on the job.

Depending on the symptom, between 14.3% and 50.0% of the interviewees indicated that
simulator sickness persisted after training. In rare instances, it was reported that the symptom
remained for another 24 hours.

Evaluations of student performance on the simulator revealed significant improvements after
training. Furthermore, comparable results were obtained for each of the three pilot sites. At the
same time, the performance of many students at the conclusion of training was not error-free,
suggesting that they would benefit from additional training.

Overall, the results of the evaluation are very positive and reflect favorably on the Commission’s
action to underwrite the pilot program.

5



ATTACHMENT 2

DRIVING SIMULATORS AND SIMULATION

The purpose of this attachment is to provide some technical background information that may be
helpful to the Finance Committee in discussing future directions for driving simulation in
California. The information is organized into three sections: Hardware and Technical Issues,
Operational Issues, and Need for Research.

Hardware.and Technical Issues

Simulator Manufacturers

Several companies have developed driving simulators and are interested in adapting these
machines for law enforcement driving. Perceptronics has a truck driving simulator, I*SIM
Corporation has the basis for a law enforcement driving simulator, and IBE Technologies has an
entertainment racetrack driving simulator that could be adapted for law enforcement. DORON
Precision Systems, Inc., markets the Advanced Mobile Operations Simulator (A.M.O.S.) system
being used in California agencies. (DORON purchased the A.M.O.S. system from Time Warner
Interactive early in 1996.)

At present the main use of these simulators is for teaching judgment and decision making. In the
future, though, as the technology improves and becomes more affordable, there may be some
driving skills that can be taught as well in a simulator as in a real vehicle. Of course, using
simulation for teaching such skills would have to be shown to be more economical than using real
vehicles.

Improved Graphics

Improvements in computer technology have made it possible to have more realistic graphics than
are presently being used in the DORON simulator and to display or update these graphics more
quickly. Since fast driving requires rapidly changing graphics, the update rate is especially
important. This update rate, which is measured in hertz (Hz or frequency per second), determines
how much flicker there is and contributes to the realism of the graphics. Expensive, high-end
simulators used for military training use at least 60Hz. Presently, the DORON system updates at
about 15Hz; DORON is analyzing ways to upgrade the quality of the graphics and the update
rate.

Another technical challenge is the size of the field of view. Since law enforcement driving
simulation must enable the driver to check intersections for cross traffic, the display has to
provide a field of view of at least 200 degrees. The DORON simulator with its five screens
provides a 225-degree view, which is one of the strengths of this system. All of these factors -
sophistication of the graphics, the graphic update rate, and field of view - have a direct bearing on
the overall cost of a simulator.

6
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Operational Issues

Maintenance and Upgrades

The costs associated with providing simulator training include more than just instructor salaries.
Simulators require maintenance and periodic replacement of out-dated or worn out components.
Therefore, one of the main on-going expenses associated with any future simulator operation will
be maintenance agreements to provide routine and special servicing of the systems. Time Warner
Interactive provided these services without cost to the three Commission-funded sites in return
for on-going consultation from POST on ways to improve the simulator to meet the needs of law
enforcement. It is not certain whether this kind ofquidpro quo arrangement will continue with
DORON.

Driving Simulator Instructors

Given the special nature of simulator training, it will be important for POST to carefully monitor
the training to ensure that quality is maintained. Experience has shown that to be meaningful,
simulator training must be provided by a competent instructor who uses a well-organized,
carefully-sequenced curriculum using POST-approved scenarios; simulator classes must be at
least four hours long.

Instructor Training

One of the main reasons for the successful utilization of the driving simulators at all of the
California sites is the quality of the instructors. Even with well-designed scenarios, the role of the
instructor in providing feedback to the students is essential for learning to occur. Different types
of instructor training are required. Learning how to operate the simulator system is just the first
step, that is, how to load scenarios and provide playback of a student’s driving. Much more is
involved in learning how to recognize early symptoms of simulator sickness, giving directions on
what a student should do, thoroughly understanding the teaching points presented in each
scenario, developing ways to give feedback based on an individual driver’s decisions, and learning
ways to efficiently manage a simulator class.

There is a need for a class to teach simulator instructors for agencies that may purchase simulators
in the future.

Scenario and Curriculum Development

The simulator by itself does not provide training. Scenarios are essential, and these must be
designed and programmed into the simulator. POST has funded one person half-time to perform
this task for the DORON simulators. There is a need to develop these skills in other people.
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Seventy of the scenarios that POST created during the pilot project are now sold with the
DORON simulator, together with the Driving Simulator Instructor Guide developed by the
POST Driving Simulator Committee. The non-exclusive marketing agreement between POST
and DORON stipulates that when a site outside of California purchases a DORON simulator,
POST will receive a $2500 royalty for the scenarios and Instructor Guide.

Coordination of Training

Having only DORON simulators installed in California is one factor for the success of the present
driving simulator program. The reason is that each agency has been able to benefit from the work
performed at other agencies. In the future, driving simulators produced by different companies
may be installed in California agencies. Having a mechanism to work with such agencies to
coordinate their efforts with the present install base will be important in order to ensure
consistent, quality simulator instruction. The present Driving Simulator Committee, which has
representatives from each California agency with simulators, should be able to provide this
coordination.

Need forResearch

POST staff has studied the literature and consulted with researchers who have conducted studies
for the automobile industry and the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. One result
of the evaluation of the POST pilot project was determining areas where more research is needed.

Simulator Sickness

The November 1995 evaluation report indicated that a small percentage of students experience
simulator sickness. Instructors have learned to employ various techniques to minimize such
discomfort, including the type of orientation scenarios, temperature control, use of a special
bracelet on the wrists, and monitoring students’ comfort level when driving.

POST staff have continued to gather data on students’ reactions to the simulator in an effort to
discover what additional techniques might be used. There is a need for conducting controlled
experiments to determine which factors are most important for causing discomfort and sickness or
for preventing the problems. An important factor appears to be the graphics update rate.

Motion

Another area needing research is the extent to which motion would contribute to learning and
possibly mitigate (or increase) discomfort and sickness in the DORON simulator, which does not
utilize a motion platform. Some manufactures contend that motion is important and others do
not. Having a sound basis for making the decision on including motion is important, given the
extra costs, both for the initial purchase of the sophisticated equipment and for its maintenance.



ATTACHMENT 2

Instructional Factors

There are numerous instructional factors in providing driving simulation that also need to be
researched. One is the optimum amount of time needed in the simulator to attain various
objectives. Others relate to the number, type, length, and sequencing of scenarios to produce
optimum effects.
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State of California

MEMORANDUM

Department of Justice

To :

From:

Subject:

Finance Committee Date : December 19, 1996

Norman C. Boehm, Executive Director
Commission on Peace Officer Standards & Training

Public Safety Dispatcher Entry-Level Test Fees

In July 1995 the Commission expanded the entry-level selection standards for public
safety dispatchers to require that candidates for the position be evaluated for verbal,
reasoning, memory and perceptual abilities. The new requirements were incorporated in
Commission Regulation 1018(c)(4). A July 1, 1997 implementation date was established
for the regulation to allow agencies sufficient time to develop their own job-related tests
of these abilities.

At the same July 1995 Commission meeting, the Commission approved the POSTEntry-
Level Dispatcher Selection Test Battery, a series of tests developed by POST to measure
the abilities required of dispatchers under the new regulation. The Commission further
acted to make the test battery available to agencies in the dispatcher program on a fee-
for-use basis until the July I, 1997 implementation of the new regulation.

Since January 1996, over 100 agencies have used the POST test battery to evaluate over
5,000 job candidates. The user agencies have paid a total of approximately $50,000 in
accordance with a published fee schedule.

With the July 1, 1997 implementation date of the regulation fast approaching, there is a
need to decide whether to continue to provide the test battery on a fee-for-use basis, or
alternatively, whether to underwrite the costs of making the test battery available to
agencies in the dispatcher program. The precedent for underwriting such costs exists
with the POSTEntry-Level Law Enforcement Test Battery, which measures reading and
writing ability, and which has been provided at no cost to agencies in the POST
reimbursable program since the Commission’s adoption of reading and writing
requirements for entry-level peace officers over 15 years ago.

Projected Test Use and Associated Costs:

It is anticipated that demand for the dispatcher test battery will increase substantially in
July when the new standards become effective, as there are few cost-competitive
alternatives for use by agencies the POST program, and the test battery has been very



well received by those agencies that have used it on a voluntary basis.

There are a total of 340 agencies in the POST Dispatcher Program. Assuming that two
thirds of the agencies elect to use the test battery during the next fiscal year, this would
be more than double the number of test administrations during the past calendar year.
Further assuming that the number of test candidates also more than doubles, the total
estimated charges to user agencies under the 97/98 fee schedule would be approximately
$110,000.

The primary options before the Commission are as follows:

Option 1: The Commission continues to charge agencies to recover costs
associated with providing the dispatcher test battery.

Advantages: Savings to the POTF of approximately $110,000.

Disadvantages: Inconsistent with long standing Commission
policy to provide law enforcement reading and writing test battery
at no cost to user agencies to support agency compliance with
Commission mandate to assess reading and writing skills of law
enforcement candidates.

Option 2: Effective with the July I, 1997 implementation date of the
Commission’s cognitive ability testing requirement for public
safety dispatchers, the Commission underwrites the costs of
providing the dispatcher test battery to agencies in the POST
Dispatcher Program.

Advantages: Consistent with Commission policy of providing law
enforcement reading and writing test battery at no cost to user
agencies. Potential cost savings to agencies in the POST
Dispatcher Program of approximately $110,000.

Disadvantages: Cost to POTF of approximately $110,000)

~ $110, 000 cost estimate assumes that POST would not underwrite costs for actual proctoring of the test
battery. This service has never been provided by POST in conjunction with the no cost mailability of the law
enforcement reading and writing test battery, nor is it a~sumed that it would be provided at no cost for the
dispatcher test battery.
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COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT
Agenda Item "lille Meeting Dam

Management Course Contracts
Fiscal Year 1997/98 January 23, 1997

Bureau ;tev,;ewed By :lesearched By

Center for
Leadership Development Tom Hood

Executive Director Approval Date of ApprovaJ Date of Report

December 16, 1996
Purpose:

Rnancial Impact: [] Yes (See Analysis for details)

I 1 No

In the space provided below, briefly describe the ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use additional sheets if required.

ISSUE

Commission review and approval of Management Course contracts as proposed for Fiscal
Year 1997/98 are required to authorize the Executive Director to negotiate contracts.with
presenters.

BACKGROUND

These courses are currently budgeted at $309,539 for twenty (20) presentations by five (5)
presenters:

California State University - Humboldt
California State University - Long Beach
California State University - Northridge
California State University - San Jose
San Diego Regional Training Center - San Diego

No other educational institutions have expressed interest in presenting the Management
Course. In addition, there are two (2) certified Management Course presenters who offer
training to their own personnel at no cost to the POST fund:

California Highway Patrol
State Department of Parks and Recreation

ANALYSIS

Course costs are consistent with POST tuition guidelines. Required learning goals are being
satisfactorily presented by each contractor.

It is estimated that twenty-two (22) presentations will be required in FY 1997/98. Staff
anticipates some increases over FY 1996/97 due to increased costs for instructors,
coordination, facilities, and materials.

RECOMMENDATION

Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate new contracts to be returned to the Commission
at the April 1997 meeting.

PO~T t-187 (Rev. 8,88)



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT
Agenda Item Title Meeting Date

Contract for Command College
and Executive Training Fiscal Year 1997/98 January 23, 1997

Bureau Reviewed By Researched By

Center for
Leadership Development Beverley Short

Executive Director Approval Date of Approval Date of Report

December 16, 1996

’ Purpose:
Financial Impact: [] Yes (See Analysis for details)

[] Decision Requested [] Information Only [] Status Report I I No

In Ihe space provided befow, briefly describe Ihe ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use additional sheets if required.

Issue

Commission review and approval of the Command College and Executive Training contract
for fiscal year 1997/98 are required to authorize the Executive Director to negotiate with the
presenter.

Background

Since the inception of the Command College in 1984, the Commission has approved a
contract with San Diego Regional Training Center to provide the services of faculty,
facilitation, coordinators, facilities, materials, course development, and related activities for
the Command College and seminars for chiefs, sheriffs, and senior law enforcement managers.
Additionally, beginning with the 1992/93 fiscal year, the Commission approved the costs of
administering and presenting the Executive Development Course to be included in the
executive training contract.

The first class attending the revised Command College/Executive Leadership Institute
(CC/ELI) Program (Class 24) will be graduating, and three additional classes will be 
different phases of the program during the 1997/98 fiscal year. The first annual Leadership
Conference for chief executives, cozmnand staff, and graduates and students of the CC/ELI
and the Supervisory Leadership Institute will be held November 12-14, 1997. The Leadership
Conference is in lieu of the Graduation-POST Special Seminar and Command College
graduates’ update.

Executive training has been designed to meet the stated needs of chiefs, sheriffs, and senior
managers. In 1997/98 CLD staff will develop, coordinate, and present 35 executive seminars.

The Executive Development Course is presented in two modules of 40 hours each. The
course is held in both the northern and southern part of the state for the convenience of the
participants and to further conserve on travel and per diem reimbursement costs. During
1996/97 fiscal year, five presentations were approved by the Commission for a total cost of
$105,850. During the 1997/98 fiscal year, six presentations will be needed to meet the high

POST 1-187 (Rev. 8/88)



demand for this training. Currently there is a waiting list of 65 law enforcement executives
and their next-in-command officers. The total cost for the Executive Development Course for
1997/98 is expected to increase the cost of one additional presentation for a total of $127,020.

The total contract amount for the Command College, management and executive training
seminars, and the Executive Development Course for fiscal year 1996/97 is $422,345.
Contract costs for 1997/98 are estimated to increase slightly due to increased training costs
and additional presentations being offered.

Analysis

Funds will be needed to support the on-going programs of the Command College, executive
training and seminars, and the Executive Development Course.

Recommendation

Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate a new contract to be returned for Commission
approval at the April 1997 meeting.



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT
Agenda Item Title Meeting Date

Supervisory Leadership Institute Contract
Fiscal Year 1997/98 January 23, 1997

Bureau Reviewed By Researched By
Center for
Leadership Development Tom Hood

Executive Director Approval Date of Approval Date of Report

December 16, 1996
Purpose:

Financial Impact: [] Yes (See Analysis far details)
[] Decision Requested [] Information (Xtly [] Status Report [~No

In the space provided below, bdel]y describe the ISSUE, BACKGROUND. ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION, Use additional sheets if required.

Issue

Commission review and approval of the Supervisory Leadership Contract as proposed for
Fiscal Year 1997/98 are required to authorize the Executive Director to negotiate a contract
with CSU Long Beach.

Background

The Commission approved three classes of the Supervisory Leadership Institute (SLI) for
Fiscal Year 1988/89 and four classes commencing FY 1989-90. Beginning the 1990-91 FY
the Commission approved six classes to run continuously. In 1995 and 1996, the Commission
approved an additional class bringing the total classes to seven and eight, respectively.

The Commission approved a contract with CSU Long Beach to assist in the development and
administration of the program.

Analysis

The 1996/97 contract costs are $540,839.89 (which includes mid-year augmentation for the
additional 1.5 classes per year approved by the Commission in 1996). These costs are
consistent with similar management and executive training programs administered by POST.
Plans are to continue eight classes in FY 97/98. This will require the continuing search for
and development of a total of 14 facilitators to meet the need of team instruction and courses
being presented simultaneously.

Recommendation

Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate a new contract to be returned for Commission
approval at the April 1997 meeting.

POST 1-187 (Roy. 8/88)



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT

~Ag~Title Meeting Date

POST/DOJ Interagency Agreement for Training January 23, 1997
Bureau Reviewed By Researched By

Training Delivery
Rnn~ld T Allen, g’hi~¢

E xe cu~’ve-D ~ec~rrA p pro val
~/r;,.t...., ~enP_ett

Date of Approval Oa~ oT~’~a

Purpose December 3. 1996
Financial Impact: ,~ Yes (See Analysis for details)

O ion F q.as [] foforn.a,ee [] stetu, .po, [] No
In the space provided below, briefly describe the ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use additional sheets if required.

The Commission and the Department of Justice Advanced Training Center have provided training to local
law enforcement agencies during Fiscal Year 1996-97 through an Interagency Agreement.

 aTJKfd ,gd 

The Department of Justice has been contracting with POST to provide training to IDeal law enforcement
agencies since 1974. During Fiscal Year 1996-97, the amount allocated to this training was $993,451.00.
For this amount the Department of Justice presented 21 separate courses.

These courses are unique and have been developed at the request of POST staff. The state-wide training
needs assessment indicates some courses need additional presentations and at least one new course needs to
be developed. The contract for Fiscal Year 1997-98 should not exceed $1,100,000.00.

The Department of Justice is agreeable to conduct a similar training program in Fiscal Year 1997-98.

RECOMMENDATION

Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate a similar agreement with the Department of Justice for Fiscal
Year 1997-98.

,i i
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COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT
Agendaltem Title Request for Contract Authorit to Broadcast Meeting Date

Video Training Tapes January 23, 1997
,~

Bureau"
¯ r , ¢,7 By

Training Program Services ~ Y

Executive Director Appmmd Date of Approval
J

1 f~lOaze of Report

December 9~ 1997
Purpose Finandal Impact: [] Yes (See Analysis for details)

71.0
In Ihe space provided below, briefly deecdlze Ihe ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use addltlonal sheets If mqulm¢l.

I__SN.N

Should the Commission authorize the Executive Director to negotiate an interagency agreement
with San Diego State University or other public entities to assemble and broadcast twelve
videotape training programs during Fiscal Year 1997-98.

During Fiscal Year 1996/97 theCommission approved a $60,000 contract with San Diego State
University for twelve satellite broadcasts of videotape training programs. Six of the broadcasts
have been completed with the remaining six scheduled for one each month through June 1997.
The broadcasts are being recorded and used by law enforcement agencies for training of their
personnel. Feedback from the field continues to be highly commendatory, and the Commission
has been encouraged to continue this program.

Broadcasting of training programs via satellite has proven to be an effective method of delivery.
Each two-hour broadcast contains at least four agency-produced videotapes and four Segments of
Case Law Updates, two each produced by the Alameda County District Attorney’s Office and
Golden West College¯ Over 500 tapes have been presented via satellite since the series began in
December of 1988. This method of distribution has greatly expanded the use of existing
videotaped material and helped to improve the effectiveness of training programs overall.

It is recommended that the Executive Director be authorized to negotiate a new contract with San
Diego State University, or other units of the California State University system, for the assembly

and transmission of twelve training tape satellite broadcasts.

l
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COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT
Agenda Item Title Request for Contract Authority to Produce Meeting Date ̄

Case Law Update Satellite Programs January 23, 1997

Bureau

Training Program Services
Executive Director Approval Date of Approval/

(

December 9, 1997
Purpose

F’mand;d Impact: [] Yes (See Analysis for details)

I-].o
In the space provided below, brielly describe the ISSUE. BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use additional sheets if required,

:g,

ISSUE

Should the Commission authorize the Executive Director tO negotiate contracts with Alameda

County District Attorney’s Office and Golden West College to produce 24 Case Law Update
training programs each during Fiscal Year 1997/98.

BACKGROUND

At its April 20, 1995 meeting, the Commission approved $52,000 for contracts with Alameda
County District Attorney’s Office And Golden West College for the production of 24 Case Law
Update training programs each during 1996/97. Fourteen programs from each producer have
been included in monthly POST videotape training broadcasts so far, with ten from each producer
scheduled for use during the remainder of this fiscal year. The reaction to the programs has been
favorable, and the Commission has been encouraged to continue this series.

ANALYSIS

Case Law Updates are included in POST satellite broadcasts to provide current information on
recent court decisions to all California law enforcement agencies. The presenters include three
assistant district attorneys and an Orange County Superior Court judge. The .subject matter has
been coordinated by POST staff to avoid duplication of production efforts. Cases chosen are
recent and applicable to the needs of the law enforcement community. These updates have
greatly increased the effectiveness of videotape training broadcasts.

~__C_QMMENDATION

It is recommended that the Executive Director be authorized to negotiate new contracts with the
Alameda County District Attorney’s Office and Golden West College for the production of 24
Case Law Updates each during the 1996/97 fiscal year.

)
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COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT

~Agendaltem Title Request for Authority to Negotiate Contracts
Meeting Date

for the FY 1996-97 Telecourse Programs ., January 23, 1997

Bureau

Training Program Services
Exeoutive Director Approval Date of Approval "

December 9~ 1996
P~l~se Financial Im~-t [] Yes (See An~’ysls lor de~)

I-I.o
In ~ sl),w:e proVcled below, briefly descdbe Ihe ISSUE. BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, end RECOMMENDATION. Use additional sheets if m~Jlred.

Issue

Should the Commission authorize the Executive Director to negotiate an interagency agreement
with San Diego State University, or other public entities, for distance learning telecourse training
programs for fiscal year 1997-98.

B K_&C_K_G_K_O_U!S 

During fiscal year 1996~97, POST will have produced and presented a total of 12 telecourses. At
this time it appears that the costs for producing these programs will not exceed the costs allocated
for the current fiscal year of $550,000.

The production and presentation of satellite telecourses continues to be a valuable, effective
training medium. The Law Enforcement community has enthusiastically accepted the medium, as
evidenced by positive evaluations and many unsolicited calls requesting specific topics for future
broadcasts. Moreover, 429 law enforcement agencies currently possess satellite receivers
provided by the Commission and an increase in program demand is expected. The Commission
has recently authorized the expenditure of monies to complete the Satellite Training Network, and
to provide reimbursement for satellite dishes to those agencies that were unable to receive them in
1993.

It is proposed to produce 12 telecourses during the 1997-98 fiscal year. Subject matter for the
planned telecourse programs are drawn from a variety of contemporary law enforcement issues,
legislative mandates and from topics requested by officers on their evaluations of recently viewed
telecourses.

The inevitable contingency always exists which may require the completion of unscheduled.
specialized training video production. Such. events impact and strain the contract resources
designed for telecourse production. Specialized videos are estimated at approximately $30,000
each. The completion of two unplanned videos would require an additional $60,000. While the

POST 1-187 (Rev. 8/95)



costs at KPB S have remained relatively stable the cost of uplinking and satellite rental has
increased by about $800 per production and may continue to increase. Therefore it is proposed to
maintain last year’s contract increase by $20,000 to accommodate costs for specialized videos and
anticipated cost increases in uplinking.

San Diego State University KPBS Public Broadcasting has provided POST with excellent
production capability. Their management, script writers, producers, directors, and camera
operators have adapted well and support POST’S demand for high quality law enforcement
programming.

¯Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate with San Diego State University or other public
entities for production of telecourses and specialized training videos for fiscal year 1997-98.



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

~NDA ITEM REPORT

~gendal~m~e Meeting De~ ̄

B Request for Authority to Negotiate a Contract January 23,1997
w for the 1997-98 Master Instructor Program

Bureau Ra~ewe4 By s
Training Program

~/~~ger ~SYd _____e i r a
Services

Executive Director Approval Date of Report
November 18, 1996

P~
Rnandal Impact: [] Yes (See Analysb for detaiJs)

In the space Fto~ded below, briefly descdbe lhe ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS. and RECOMMENDATION. Use additlonal sheets if required.

Should the Commission authorize the Executive Director to
negotiate a contract for the Master Instructor Development
Program for Fiscal Year 1997-98?

K~IKGaDIU~

At its April 18, 1996 meeting, the Con~nission approved a contract
with the San Diego Regional Training Center to provide
coordination and presentation support for the Master Instructor
Development Program (MIDP). The contract, totalling $244,103,
provided fiscal support for workshops for classes #4, #5, #6 and
#7. In addition, the contract funded an update seminar for
previous program graduates.

The MIDP consists of five workshops presented over a twelve month
period including an 80-hour Core Course, a 32-hour Learning
Contract Workshop, two 24-hour Progress Workshops and a final 40-
hour competency Validation Workshop. A full program transcends
fiscal years.

The program is designed to elevate experienced law enforcement
instructors to mastery in Instructional Systems Design (ISD),
adult learning concepts, student-centered active training
techniques, instructional technology, training materials
development, and research methods. Individuals completing the
course mentor both novice and journeymen, trainers at their local
training centers and form the cadre of trainers needed to present
other instructor development courses statewide. The Master
Instructor Development Program is a fundamental element of the
Commission’s emphasis on improving the overall quality of
instruction for California law enforcement.

The San Diego Regional Training Center has provided POST with
superior presentation support and meets POST’s demand for high
quality law enforcement training.

POST 1-187 (Rev. 8/95)



Authority to negotiate terms for a new annual contract with the
San Diego Regional Training Center is appropriate. This 1997-98
contract would provide support for the conclusion of Class #7, as
well as support for Class #8 and Class #9. The contract would
also incorporate a graduate update seminar and provide funding
for the training of back-up facilitators.

Authorize the Executive director to negotiate a contract with the
San Diego Regional Training Center for the Master Instructor,
Development Program for Fiscal Year 1997-98.
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COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

Agendal~m RUe

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT

Robert Presley Institute of Criminal Investigation
Core Course Contract FY 1997/98

Bureau

Training Program Services
Executive ~r Approva}

[] Infon, malion Only

..:L"

Meeting Date
lanuary 23, 1997

Date of Reporl
)ecember 4, 1996

[] Yes (See Analysis for detells)

[] No

In ~e spa~e prodded below, briefly dle~ribe Ihe I~UE. BACKGROUND. ANALYSIS. end REOOMMENDATION. Use eddlllonal shee~ if required.

Should the.Commission authorize the Executive Director to negotiate a contract for the continued
delivery of the Robert Presley Institute of Criminal Investigation (ICI) Core Course for Fiscal
Year 1997-987

BACKGROUND

The Commission approved contracts with four presenters for the delivery of 18 offerings of the
Robert Presley Institute of Criminal Investigation (ICI) Core Course in the amount not to exceed
$442,000.00 for fiscal year 1996-97.

Presenters of the ICI Core Course are listed below with the number of offerings conducted in
fiscal year 1996-97. All presentations scheduled in FY 1996-97 are full. The San Francisco
Police Department has requested that they be allowed to present three offerings of the ICI Core
Course for their staff Accordingly, it is anticipated that overall contract costs will rise.

Contractor No. Offerings

Sail Diego Regional Training Center (SDRTC) 5

Sacramento Public Safety Center (SPSC) 5

San Jose State University (SJSU) 4

Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD) 4

Total 18

ANALYSIS

The ICI Core Course is presented using adult experiential learning concepts which have proven to
be an excellent method of instruction. Trainees are challenged to learn and perform in realistic
role-play exercises and practical simulations.
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The Core Course is a recommended prerequisite to all other courses in the ICI program and is
therefore the foundation upon which all other courses are built. ICI is directed at training law
enforcement personnel assigned to follow-up investigations. With the national interest of recent
high profile criminal cases, more attention will be focused on how detectives prepare cases for
court. The ICI provides training for detectives in all aspects of criminal investigations.

Because local agencies are experiencing fiscal constraints during Fiscal Year 1996-97, and found
it difficult to front tuition costs for the Core Course, the Commission approved paying the
presentations costs of the Core Course directly to the presenter. Since the fiscal outlook has not
improved, it is assumed they will desire to continue presenting this training via contract.

Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate a new contract or contracts with interested and
qualified public presenters.



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT
Agenda Itom Tide Request for Contract to Continue the Institute of Meeting Date

Criminal Investigation Instructors’ Update Workshops January 23, t997
Bureau Reviewed By /" ResoarOn~ By

Trainiilg Program Services 0~t.o;Sal~e~ber~r" Neil Zacbars’ ,

Executive Director Approval

December 4, 1996

Purp¢~e
F’m~l Impact: [] Yes (See Analysis for details)

~.o
In the space provided below, briefly descn’be lhe ISSUE, BACKGROUND. ANALYSIS. and RECOMMENDATION. Use ~ sheets If required.

Should the Commission authorize the Executive Director to negotiate a contract with the San
Diego Regional Training Center to continue the Robert Presley Institute of Criminal Investigation
(ICI) Instructors’ Update Workshops and conduct six course evaluation meetings for Fiscal Year
1997-987

BACKGROUND

The Commission authorized special training during the last four years, for instructors of the
Robert Presley Institute of Criminal Investigation (ICI) so that the ICI Core and the eleven
Foundation Specialty Courses were designed and taught using the adult experience-based learning
concepts and competency-based learning objectives¯ To ensure that all ICI instructors understand
and are competent with these concepts and obectives, the 40-hour ICI Instructors’ Update
Workshop was designed and required for all ICI instructors. The approved contract cost for FY
96/97 was $58,000.

Because of the increased need for ICI instructors for FY 1997-98, it is recommended that the
workshops be continued. The demand of the ICI program has required one additional Core
Course presen(er to be added in FY 1997-98, and three more presentations are being requested in
FY 1997-98, bringing the number of Core Course presentations to 21 per year. Currently, each
Foundation Specialty Course has one presenter, and each presenter offers their course between
three and ten times per year. It has become necessary to add additional presenters and offerings
of certain specialties as the demand dictates¯

To date, a total of 270 instructors have been trained¯ Twenty-five Instructors are required for
each Core Course presentation and Foundation Specialty Courses require between four and
twelve instructors. Because of the necessity to add Core Course presentations and specialty

course offerings, additional instructors need to be trained.

D
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Students completing the ICI Core and Foundation Specialty Courses have favorably evaluated the
program which encompasses adult experience-based learning techniques. Students have written
on course evaluations that they appreciate the opportunity of sharing and learning from other
students.

In addition to specialized training for ICI instructors, periodic meetings of instructors teaching in
ICI courses are required to maintain the dynamic nature of the course work and to make
recommended changes in the curriculum.

ANALYSIS

In order to train additional instructors to fill vacancies, it is proposed that ICI Instructors’ Update
Workshops be continued during FY 1997-98. Also, instructors currently teaching in the ICI
program have requested one meeting per year to evaluate the courses and adopt recommended
changes. It is proposed that one Core Course meeting and five Foundation Specialty Course
meetings be conducted for this purpose.

Adult experience-based learning concepts have proven to be an excellent method of instruction; it
requires total involvement by instructor and student. All trained instructors have commented that
employing adult experience-based learning concepts and competency-based learning objectives in
the class room make teaching more effective and there is more sharing of knowledge among
students. Practically all ICI instructors work in the criminal justice system. They range from
case-carrying detectives to crime scene criminalists to assistant district attorneys and judges.
Although they are subject-matter experts in their various fields of instruction and experienced
instructors, they do not have the time to complete the entire Master Instructor Development
Program. Therefore, the abbreviated, concentrated ICI Instructors’ Update Workshop was
developed.

Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate a contract with the San Diego Regional Training
Center to coordinate four ICI Instructors’ Update Workshops and conduct six course evaluation
meetings during FY 1997-98.



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT
enda Irere_Title Meeting Date

| Kequest for Contract Approvals - Basxc Driver
-- Training, Motorcycle & Narcotic Courses January 23, 1997
Bureau

Reviewed By/.1 .,~- I Researched By

Training Delivery & Compliance Ronald T. Allen ~=L Gary C. Sorg "~
Execulive Director Approval Data of ApI~ oval Data of Report

December 16, 1996

Purpose
Finecdal Impact: .~ Yes (See Analysis for details)

Decision Requested [] Information Only [] Status Report [] No
In the space provided below, briefly describe the ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use addilJonal sheets if required.

IssuEs

Approval to negotiate contract agreements with certain POST certified presenters of the Basic Course
Driver Training, the Basic Motorcycle Course, and the Basic Narcotics Course to provide training to
California law enforcement for Fiscal Year 1997/98.

BACKGROUND

Prior to 1993, these courses were presented exclusively as a Plan III tuition courses. Shrinking County

land City budgets made it difficult for law enforcementagenciesto front the tuition costs for these
programs.

In 1993, the Commission directed staff to transfer some categories of training, identified as high cost and
needed state-wide, from Plan III to contracts. Basic Course Driver Training, Basic Motorcycle Training,
and Basic Narcotics Training, were identified as meeting this category. Although switching from Plan III
to contracts has not appreciably increased or decreased the cost to POST for providing these courses,
agencies have benefitted by the elimination of up-front costs and reduction in administrative processing.

This proposal would allow the Executive Director to negotiate contracts with presenters of these courses
for Fiscal Year 1997/98.

ANALYSIS

The amount proposed, represents the same amount that would be allocated through terms of certification
for tuition under Plan III and does not increase the fiscal impact to the Peace Officer Training Fund
(POTF). These negotiations are the first step toward agreements that would continue to make training
programs more convenient for law enforcement.

Contract negotiations would occur with the following agency and college presenters:

i
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Alameda County Sheriffs Department
Alan Hancock College
Butte College
California Highway Patrol
College of the Redwoods
Fremont Police Department
Los Medanos College
Oakland Police Department
Orange County Sheriffs Department
Sacramento Police Department
San Bemardino County Sheriffs Department
San Diego Police Department
South Bay Regional Public Safety Training Consortium
Ventura County Sheriffs Department

RECOMMENDATION

Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate contracts with the agencies and colleges described, to train a
maximum of 125 students in the Basic Narcotics Course, 415 students in the Basic Motorcycle Course,
and 3131 students in the Basic Course Driver Training. The total amount of these contracts are not to
exceed $1,738,781 for the period starting July 1, 1997 and ending June 30, 1998.



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT
Agenda Item Title Meeling Date

Contract for Labor/Management
Partnerships Course Fiscal Year 1997/98 January 23, 1997

Bureau
Rev/~/ed By .

Researched By

Center for Bud Lewallen and
Leadership Development Dave Hall

Executive Director Approval Date of Appcoval Date of Report

December 16, 1996
Purpose:

Financial Impact: [] Yes (See Analysls for details)

Z Derision R~:ltJested [] ,rlfofrnation Only [] Status Report k_J No
In the space provided below, briefly describe the ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, ¢,’¢1 RECOMMENDATION. Use addl~onal shcels if required.

ISSUE

Commission review and approval of the Labor/Management Partnerships Course for fiscal
year 1997/98 are required to authorize the Executive Director to negotiate a contract with the
presenter, San Diego Regional Training Center.

BACKGROUND

At the November 1995 meeting, the Commission approved the first contract for the
Labor/ManagementPartnershipsCore Course. The San Diego Regional Training Center
received the certification to present four courses during the 1995/96 fiscal year for a total
amount not to exceed $67,902.

ANALYSIS

Two Core Course presentations were held in June and October, 1996. The third presentation
is scheduled for April, 1997. This course has been well received by law enforcement
executives and labor leaders who have evaluated it as meeting their needs. They have
recommended that the course be extended to additional executives and labor leaders.

RECOMMENDATION

Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate a new contract with the San Diego Regional
Training Center for four presentations of the Labor/Management Partnerships Core Course for
the 1997/98 fiscal year, and bring the contract to the Commission for approval at the April
1997 meeting.
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COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT
Agendeltem Title Request for Contract Authority to Continue Meeting Date

Diversity Training for Law Enforcement Agencies January 23, 1997
Bureau Researched By

Training Program Services .-x ~o~Saltenberger Dave Spisak

~ale of Approval Date of Report

December 16, 1996

Flnandai Impact: [] Yes (See Andysis for details)

[] No
,.:,] In the space prodded below, bdefly der, cdbe the I~UE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS. and RECOMMENDATION. Use additional sheets if required.

Should the Commission authorize the Executive Director to negotiate an interagency agreement
with the San Diego Regional Training Center for the continuation of the Building High
Performance, Inclusive Organizations diversity course during Fiscal year 1997-98.

BACKGROUND

In 1990 the California Legislature enacted statutory requirement for POST to develop cultural
awareness training for California law enforcement. Course Curricula was designed with the
assistance of the San Diego Regional Training Center and the course was presented under
contract. Since 1992 approximately 140 agencies participated in that training.

A program review was conducted during 1995 which included interviews with cultural awareness
facilitators, diversity trainers, representatives of a variety of cultures, and executives. Focus
groups involving chief law enforcement executives and the original design team were also
conducted. The result of the review was a proposed redesigned course which has been pilot

tested. Feedback and evaluations from those pilot sessions was very positive and indicate that the
new course design is meeting its objectives.

At its July 18, 1996 meeting, the Commission, in support of the newly reconfigured course,
approved a contract of $78,326 to complete the training for the 16 agencies in the pilot program
and an expected 24 new agencies to begin the program during the current fiscal year.
Additionally, the Commission approved the expenditure of up to $228,000 from the existing
Reimbursement Program to support the Performance Enabling Workshop dimension of the
reconfigured course.
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ANALYSIS

The original legislative mandate in 1990 required POST to develop cultural awareness training.
Early in the project the emphasis was shifted to "cultural diversity" and "valuing diversity." This
was an important shift, from a focus on being aware of what is "out there in the community," to
understanding and valuing cultural differences. The current program, Building High Performance,
Inclusive Organizations has taken the next step and has addressed inclusive organizations. An
inclusive organization has as its goal the development of an organizational culture that allows
everyone, regardless of their size, shape or color, their religion or culture, to be able to give 100%
of their knowledge, skills and talents toward meeting the organization’s objectives. The
assumption is that in an inclusive organization each employee feels comfortable being themselves
and, therefore, perform their jobs to a higher standard. This view of self naturally extends to all
aspects of their job, meeting the public, providing direct services to the public, or providing staff
support to those who are in public view. This top down value system is based on the certainty
that how we treat each other within an organization will be reflected as we interact with the
community.

This new course is based on our founding diversity principles which are:

Top down. value driven. The attitudes of valuing diversity, inclusiveness, and treating all
people with respect need to be the core values of the chief executive. The personal
leadership of the chief executive is the cornerstone of the program;

The organization must value diversity and practice inclusiveness. Before law enforcement
employees can be asked to value diversity in the community, diversity must be valued
within the organization. Practicing inclusiveness in the organization provides the positive
model for employees to follow in the community.

This course reinforces those principles by giving the chief executive the opportunity to review or
develop personal values and provide him or her the support needed to move those values into the
structure of the organization. The course requires the personal attendance of the chief executive
for five days spread over a 11-month period. It also requires the involvement of at least two
management level employees for a total of eight days, also spread over the same 11-month period.
The chief executive and management employees are together for three of the eight days in
workshops. The overall program consists of four workshops totaling 80 hours spread over the
11-month period. Resources to support 40 agencies to participate in ten workshops would be
provided by continuing a contract with the San Diego Regional Training Center.

Performance Enabling Workshops (PEWS) are offered as an adjunct to the formal course work.
This variation of team building workshops is offered to those agencies participating in the
Building High Performance, Inclusive Organization Program if the chief executive feels additional
work is needed to gain full acceptance by the management team of the agency values, or if the
inclusive strategy selected would benefit from this form of support. The content of these
Performance Enabling Workshops differs from the standard POST team building workshops, but



time and costs would be similar. Although reimbursement for the PEWS was estimated at
$228,000 for the current year if all agencies requested the workshop, experience has shown that
actual costs will be significantly reduced based on the actual need of the PEWS by participants. It
is too early to make a firm projection, but in actual practice perhaps only 50% of agencies will
take advantage of these workshops.

RE ATI N

It is recommended that the Executive Director be authorized to negotiate a new contract with the
San Diego Regional Training Center to support continuing the diversity training program. The
contract would provide for sequencing the 38 agencies currently in the program and allow 24
agencies to join the program next fiscal year.



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT
Agenda Item "13tle Meeting Date

~Contract for Administration of POST Proficiency Examination January 23, 1997
Bureau Reviewed By Researched By

Standards and Evaluation Services John Bernef
Executive Director Approval Date of Approval Date of Report ~\ ’~

December 3~ 1996

Purpose Financial Impact: [] Yes (See Analysis for details)

[] No

In the space provided below, briefly describe the ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use addi~onal sheets if required.

ISSUE

Continuation of POST contract with Cooperative Personnel Services (CPS) to administer the POST Proficiency
Examination.

BACKGROUND

Penal Code Section 832(b) requires POST to develop and administer a basic training proficiency test to all
academy graduates. POST has contracted with CPS for administration of the examination each of the last 14

Dyears.
ANALYSIS

CPS has done an acceptable job of administering the POST Proficiency Examination, and can do so for less
than it would cost if POST staffwere to assume this function. Moreover, beginning with the 1995/96 fiscal
year the contract was expanded to provide for the administration of trial test items for the comprehensive
written examination that must be passed to proceed to Part II of the Transition Program-Pilot Format Regular
Basic Course.

The amount of the 1996/97 fiscal year contract is $57,997.58. The proposed contract for fiscal year 1997/98 is
for an amount not to exceed $65,900. The estimate assumes an overall increase in testing volume due largely to
the introductions of the Reserve Module D Course and the Transition Program-Pilot Format Regular Basic
Course. Under existing law, graduates of both of these programs must take exam.

RECOMIVIENDA__TION

Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate a contract with CPS to administer the POST Proficiency
Examination during fiscal year 1997/98 for an amount not to exceed $65,900.
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COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT

~ganda Item Title Meeting Date
Contract for Administration of POST Entry-Level Reading and Writing Tests January 23, 1997

Bureau Reviewed By Researched By

Standards and Evaluation Services John Berne~rX~
Executive Director Approval Date of Approval Date of Report

December 26, 1996
Purpose

Financial Impact: [] Yes (See Analysis for details)
[] o i,ion F que,tea [] Info..atio. []S=tu= Report [] No
In ~e space provided below, bdefly describe the ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use additional sheets if required.

ISSUE

Continuation of POST contract with Cooperative Personnel Services (CPS) to administer the POST entry-level
reading and writing test battery.

.BACKGROUND

Since 1983, the Commission has authorized that the POST entry-level reading and writing test battery be made

Lav.ailable to agencies in the POST Reimbursable Program at no cost. During this period, all services associated
~vith making the test materials available to user agencies have been provided under contract with CPS. "

ANALYSIS

All contract services provided by CPS have been acceptable, and POST lacks the staffto perform these
services. The 1996/97 fiscal year contract amount is $109,850. The proposed amount for fiscal year 1997/98
is$113,800. The proposed amount is dueto an overall billing rate increase of approximately 3.6%.

RECOMMENDATION

Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate a contract with CPS to provide the POST entry-level reading and
writing test battery to agencies in the POST Reimbursable Program during fiscal year 1997/98 for an amount
not to exceed $113,800.

)
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COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT
Meeting Date

~ganda Item Title
Contract for POST PC 832 Written Test Examination Services January 23, 1997

Researched By
But’eau Reviewed By

Standards and Evaluation Services Iohn Berne~

Executive Director Approval Date of Approval Date of Report

December 26, 1996
Purpose Financial Impact: [] Yes (See Analysis for details)

[] o,,~,iee ~q.e,~ [] fofo,-,..~an o.~ [] stetu, Repo. [] No

In the ~p~ provided below, briefly describe the ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use addilional sheets if required.

ISSUE..

Continuation of POST contract with Cooperative Personnel Services (CPS) for PC 832 written
examination services.

BACKGROUND

Penal Code Section 832(a) requires that persons must pass a POST-developed or POST-approved
examination to successfully complete the PC 832 course. POST has contracted with CPS for PC 832
written examination services each of the last eight years.

P ANALYSIS

CPS has done an acceptable job of providing the contract services. The amount of the 1996/97 fiscal year
contract is $39,697.04. The proposed contract for fiscal year 1997/98 is for an amount not to exceed
$41,500. The proposed amount reflects an overall billing rate increase of approximately 4.5%.

RECOMMENDATION

Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate a contract with CPS for PC 832 written examination
services during fiscal year 1997/98 for an amount not to exceed $41,500.

I)
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COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA iTEM REPORT

Agenda Item TiUe Meeting Date ̄

Administrative Services Bureau Frederick Williams~f~-~ Staff

Executive Dlreetor Aplxovml Oe~ of Apm3v~
December 2, 1996

P.qx~ Finmclal Impact ~]~Yes (See Analysis for det~s)

Q.,
b 8te %~,~ lamvldod ~. bdMly dmlcdbe gte 18SUE, BACKOROUND, ANALYSI~ and REGOIdMENDATION. Um lu:ldWoed ~eet8 If required.

Continuation oft.he Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training agreement with the State
Controller’s Office to provide auditing services.

BACKGROUND

Each year for the past several years, the Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training has
negotiated an interagency agreement with the State Controllei"s Office to conduct necessary audits of

D selected local jurisdictions which receive POST reimbursement funds.

ANALYSIS

The State Controller’s Office continues to do an acceptable job in conducting the audits of several selected
jurisdictions yearly to assure that reimbursement funds are being appropriately expended.

The Commission approved an agreement not to exceed $85,000 for the current fiscal year. Approval is
requested to negotiate a similar agreement for Fiscal Year 1997/98 for an amount to maintain current level
of service.

¯ COMME DATION

Authorize staff to negotiate an interagency agreement with the State Controller’s Office for services
during Fiscal Year 1997/98.

D



COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT

~genda Item Title Meeting Date

Interagency Agreement with Teale Data Center January 23, 1996

Bureau Reviewed By Researched By

Computer Services Unit Glen Fine Mitch Coppin
Executive Director Approval Date of Approval Date of Report

Purpose
Financial Impact: [] Yes (See Analysis for details)

[] [] [] ste,u, Report [] No
In Ihe space provided below, briefly descn’be ~te ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use addil~anal sheets if required.

ISSUE

Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate an Interagency Agreement with the Teale Data
Center in FY 97/98 for computer services.

POST has an Interagency Agreement with Teale Data Center (a State agency) for computer
services. The contract provides for a link between POST’s computer and the Teale Data Center’s
mainframe computer. This allows POST to utilize the mainframe’s power for complex data
processing jobs and the storage of large data files that require more resources than POST’s
minicomputer or PCs can provide. Teale Data Center staffalso provides communications and
Local Area Network (LAN) support and consulting services. The current year contract is for
$65,000.

ANALYSIS

POST uses the Teale Data Center mainframe computers for processing large statistical jobs and
the storage of large test score data files. POST will also need support services ~br installing,
maintaining, and troubleshooting our LAN system. This agreement will give POST the
processing power, storage capabilities, and technical LAN support that it needs during FY 97/98.
Costs are expected to be similar to this year ($65,000).

CO ION

Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate an Interagency Agreement with the Teale Data
Center for computer services in FY 97/98.

I
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COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT

~genda Item TiUe Health and Welfare Data Center - CALSTARS Support
Meeting Date

January 23, 1996

I~ufeau Reviewed By Researched By

Computer Services Unit Glen Fine Mitch Coppin
Executive Director Approval Date of Approval Date of Report

Purpose Financial Impact: [] Yes (See Analysis for details)

[] Decision Requested [] Infownatiee Only [] Status Report [] No

In the space provided below, briefly descn’be the ISSUE, BACKGROUND, ANALYSIS, and RECOMMENDATION. Use additional sheets if required.

Issue

Continuation of the POST agreement with Health and Welfare Data Center for computer linkage
in support of the State Accounting Systems (CALSTARS) and other associated data processing
services.

BACKGROUND

The mandated California Accounting and Reporting System (CALSTARS), implemented 
1986, requires that POST enter into a yearly contract with the Health and Welfare Data Center to
provide data processing services during the year. The Health and Welfare Data Center also
provides related data processing services such as: Intemet connection, Local Area Network
support, and consulting services. The Commission approved an agreement not to exceed
$25,000 for current FY 97/98.

ANALYSIS

Without the continuation of an agreement with the Health and Welfare Data Center, POST will
not be able to perform necessary accounting requirements. Approval is requested to negotiate a
similar agreement for FY 97/98 for an amount to maintain the required level of service.

CO ME N

Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate an interagency agreement with the Health and
Welfare Data Center for computer services during FY 97/98.

)
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COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT
Meeting Dam

January 23. 1997

Administrative Services Bureau Frederick William’g r -- Staff

Oa’l of ARorovd
December 2, 1996

F1r.,nd~ tn~ ~Y~ CSae Analy~ ~ de~)

D.o
b Ihe spue wodded bebw. b~ dee~rg~ 1he 188UF.. BAGKGI~OUND, ANALYSI~ and RECOMMENDATION. Um addlgonal adm If nx:julmd.

Contifiuation of the Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training agreement with Eastman
Kodak for copier maintenance.

BACKGROUND

I
Each year the Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training must enter into a contract for
maintenance of its Kodak copier, a high volume copier. The cost of the maintenance agreement is based
on a flat rate plus a per copy c.laarge in accordance with a Master Services Agreement developed by the
State Department of General Services.

ANALYSIS

Part of the cost of owning a copier is the monthly maintenance charge for usage. The Commission
approved an agreement not to exceed $16,000 for the current fiscal year. Approval is requested to enter
into a similar agreement for FY 97-8 for an amount to maintain the current level of service.

RECOMMENDATION

Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate a contract with Eastman Kodak for services during Fiscal
Year 1997-98.

D
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COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM REPORT

~
IN,.W~ Interagency Agreement - Department ot Water Mee~gDa~,

esources (DWR) - Microfilming Services January 23, 1997

Information Services Bureau Darrell Stewart ~ Leah Cherry

Executive I~r APIm)Wl Dote of Aplm~d Dmo’ mmmm
December 31, 1996

[] Yes( Analyslslordetalls)
I--l.o

In Ib)Iqm= I~lded b~% blf~ dm~hl I~ 18SUF., LI~CK~IOUN0, ~IALYSIS, and _.REGOMMENDATION. Ule =:kBli~d Iheel= il requlllE,

Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training microfilm contract with
the Department of Water Resources (DWR) for Eiscal Year 1997/98.

BACKGROUND

Microfilming reduces the amount of office space required for records
storage. POST has contracted with DWR for microfilming services for
several years. Costs for services are based on a per copy charge plus

~aterials.

An organization review has been completed in order to estimate the volume
of microfilmimg that will be completed by the end of fiscal year 97/98. If
the Commission approves this contract, it will enable microfilming to
continue at maximum estimated levels through June 30, 1998.

RE MMEND TIN

Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate a contract with the
Department of Water Resources for microfilming services for Fiscal Year
1997/98.

D
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To: POST ~oners

Rick TerBorch, Chairman
Finance Committee

Date: January 23, 1997

Subject: ACTIONS TAKEN AT THE JANUARY 22, 1997 FINANCE
COMMITI"EE

The Committee met on Wednesday, January 22, 1997 m Los A, geles. In atteadaece
were myself and Commissioners Anderson, Carte, and Ortega. Also present were POST
staff members Glea F/he. Frederick Williams Tom L/ddicoat, Kezmeth Whitman, John
Bemer, Mike DLMicelL and Vera Roff.

In addition to items addressed earlier on the agenda, the Committee discussed the
following:

Ii Staff reported that through December 31. 1996. the second quarter of this Escal
year, we received $18,83&256 revenue. The tota/is $,506,258 more than originally
antic/pared, and is $3,580,878 (23%) more than received for the same period last
fiscal year. Reimbursed trainees during this same period numbered 21.257.
representing an increase of 534 (3%) compared to the 20,723 trainees reimbursed
during the s/milar period last fiscal year. Re/mb~onts through the second
quarter/n the amount of $6,570,632 represents a $2.5,403 (.4%) decrease
compared to this time last fiscal year.

.
The budget is approximately the same as 1~ 96/97 without the one-time
augmentation that was included this year. Funding for the Museum of Tolerance
was continued at $2,000,000.

,
The summa~ projections suggest we could end this fiscal year with ~ miU/on
savings. This results from a combination of contract, administrative, and other
savings. The Comm/ttee also discussed the des/rab/lity of an expenditure
adjustme,t to accommodate the state’s 14-month revenue year. This would have
the one-t/me effect of an additional $2-5 million available for e~penditure next

year. The Committee will red, Jew projections and optioas again at it A~p~
meeting.

.
Several law en£otcement agencies are submitting community policing grant
applications some of these agencies ave asking for paftnezsh/ps with POST.
POST would agree to provide some staff time and re/mbutse for training costs
using grant monies. The Committee recommends staff be authorized to sign
partnership agreements.
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The Committee d~cussed the Comm~sion’s potential future role m supporting
driver tmmmg s~ulator systems. The Committee recommends approval of the
following staff recommendations:

a. Direct staff to continue its efforts to be informed about the field and to
serve as a resource about the various systems available and what is involved
in developing effective driving shnulator programs.

b. The Commission should consider NOT ~uding the purchase, maintenance.
or upgrading of driving simulator equ/pment except in special
circumstances.

C. Encourage agencies interested in purchasing dm, ing simulators to seek
funding through grants or other means, such as the sharing of costs by
groups of participating agencies.

d* Direct staff to continue to work closely with agencies to ensure that their
driving simulator courses can be certified.

el Continue reasonable reimbursement of tuition for POST-certified driving
simulator courses to cover some of the presentation costs. The mount of
t0dtioa will likely have a cap since it is not possible for POST to assume all
costs associated with these programs,

£ Continue support of Driver Simulator Committee to promote cooperation,
information sharing, and development 07~ standards for driving simulator
instructors and programs,

g~ Direct staff to continue working in partnership with companies in the
private sector that are interested in developing driving simulators by
providing information on reqmrements fiat law enfiarcement driver and
technical specifications that will assist these companies in using their
technoIogy most appropriate .ly.

Public Safety Dispatcher Entry-Level Test Fees - The Committee recommends
that effective July 1, 199% the Commiss/on underwrite the costs of providing the
di~atcher test battery to agencies in the POST Dispatcher Program. Cost sa~gs
to POST w/ll be approximately $110,000.

The Committee reviewed proposed contracts to be negotiated for FY 97/98 and
recommended that the Commission ggt_ho_~e the ~xecutive Director to negotiate
contracts for trainin~ standards, and administration monies and return them to
the April meeting for formal approval.
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8120 COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING
The Commission on Peace emcee Standards and Training (PO .ST) is responsible for raising the leve| of corn .petence of law enforcement

omcers in Ca]~ornia by estah "]~ing mln/mum.se~, ection and trah~ng stand-m-ds, improving management praeticns mid providing ~aznclal
assistance to local agencies relating to the ~raining of thegr law enforcement officers.

SUMMARY OF PROCRAM
REQUIREMF,2qTS 9,g-~ 97-98

10 Standards ................................. 23.0 24.5
20 Traininig.. ................................... 41.4 43.4
30 Peace (~ficer Training .................
40.01 Administration ........................ 46.0
40,02 Distributed Administration ......... -

TOTALS, PROGRAMS ......................... 110.4
0268 P~c~ Of’fic~.rs’ Training Fund ...............................................
0995 Reimbursements .................................................................

10 STANDARDS

Program Objectives Statement

96-97 1995-96" 19~o-97" .1997-’9@"
g3.5 $3,0.1 $3,844 $3,735
43.8 12~743 15~05 15~.31

14.489 20,948 22,469

- - -3~o9 -0~15 -z~s
113.~ 113.7 $30,653 $39,997 $4Z,43,.5 ~ ] ~-3

30,530 39,997 41,43# " ’ ~
123

The standards program establishes job-relatecl selection standards for peace oi~icers and dispatchers. It also provides management
consultation to local agencies. Act~vifias include development of examhaat~ons and cotm.~ling local law enforcement agencies on ways to

isn~prove mauageraent practices.plied research is conducted in the areas of peace officer selection and training, operatior, d procedures and program eva]cation in
order to meet statutory requirements and to provide management guide.nee to]ocal law enfot,.cement agencies. ~’he program a[~
provides local agenc/es with informat;on and technical expertise in the development and mstallatian of new programs.

Authority

Penal Code Seci~ons 13503, 1351g, 13513, and 13551.

20 TRAINING

Program Objectives Statement

POST’s tralnLng program increases the effectiveuess of law enforcement pcrsormel by developing and ¢¢rt/~y/ng courses that meet
identi~ed training needs, hy providing scheduling and quality control of such courses, a~d by assisting law enforcement agencies in
providing necessary training and caxeer development programs. POST assesses training on.a continuingbasls to assure that emerg/ng
needs axe met. Courses are offered through local community colleges, four-year colleges, un~ver~ties, poBce academies, private trainers
and tralrfing centers. The curricula cover a wide va~ety of technlcai and special courses necessary to meet statutorily and Commission
estab~bed training mandates and to maintain effecUveness m police work and address the training needs of recru/t, officer, advanced
officer, supervisor, manager, execu~ve-level, and other law enforcement agency personnel. Curricu]a content is updated regularly. The
Commission uses proven advanced technologies such a~ satellite broadcast anacom]~uter/video interactive in the delivery of training.
POST also presents advanced leadership training for law enforcement supervisors ann executives through its Command College and the
Supervisory Leadership Institute.

The Commission establishes the basic criteria that must be met by each course in order to obtain POST’s certYYicafion. Assistance is
given to applicable educators and police trainers in prel~aring and implementing courses and training plans. Evaluation mechanisms are
employed to ensure that training instructors and coordinators are adhering to established course outlines and are meeting instruction
d~nda~ds. Failure to meet these standards may cause revocation of course certification.

Job-related selection and training standards for peace officers and dispatchers, established by the Standards Program, are enforced
through inspections of local agencies receiving state aid to assure they are adhering to minimum state standards.

AuthoriW

Penal Code Sections 13503 and 13508.

For the list of standard (lettered) footnotes, see the end of the Covernor’s Budget.
"Dollars in thousands.
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8120 COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING--Continued
2
3
4 30 PEACE OFFICER TRAINING
5
6 Program Objectives Statement
7 The enforcement of laws and the protection of life and property without infringement on individual liberties is one of modern8 government s most important responsibilities. Carefully selected, highly trained and properly motivated peace officers are ir tportamt9

factors in meeting this responsibility. To encourage and assist local law enforcement agencies to meet ~d maint~d:n, minimum s.t.andarld~I0 in the selection and trainin~ of law enforcement officers financial assistance is prov/ded to al] 58 eotmtles,.approx~-nately 346 e/ties,II numerotts speelallzed districts and Iocld agencies which have agreed to meet POST’s standards. Financtat.ass~tance to par~:cipal~ag12 jurisdictions is provided for imta-uctional costs s.,~ociated with selected training courses. Funding is also provldea for the cost ot stuaen~13 travel and per diem associated w~th ~ain/ng presentations.14
15 Authority
18
17 Penal Code Sections 13500 to 13553, Health and Seffety Code 11489.
18
19 Major Budget Adju.Canent Proposedfor 199’7-98
20 ̄  ContimmUon ol t 1~.0 million Peace Officers" TrainLng Fund for the Tools for Tolerance l~aining program in conjunction with the Simon
21 Wiesenthld Center.

23 - ,.

9A
PROGRAM BUDGET DETAIL

27 PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS9Ja
29 I0 STANDARDS

30 State Operations: 199~96*
31 0"268 Peace Off~-s" Trainin¢ Fund~ ............................................

.KSdOl
35 R#lmbor~mmu~ ...................................................................... 20
33
34 Totals, State Operations .......................................................... $3,42,1
35
36 PROGRAM ]REQUIREMENTS
3’/ 20 TRAINING38
39 State Operations:
40 0268 Peace Officers" Training Fund ....................................... ......

$12,640

41
Rdmb~t~*ments ...................................................................... 10,7

O.
43 Totals, State Operations .......................................................... $12,743
44 PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS45 ¯

30 PEACE OFFICER TRAININC
4"7 State Operatiom¢
48 . 0268 Pe~ce Offlce~" Training Futzd .............................................
49
50 Totals, State Operations ................................................... : ......
51 Local ,M~tanee:.

0268 l~ale~’TraintngFund ...... ~ ......................................53

54 Totals, Local Asdstanea ...........................................................

56 TOTAL EXPENDITURES
57 State Operat/ons ................ ; ....................................................... $16,239
58 Local Assistance ......................................................................... 14,414
59
60 TOTALS, EXPENDITURES ............................................................. $30,653
61

$15,205 $1~g31

$15,,~6 $15,.9.31

$75 t~ t~

rt8 188 $88

14,414
x,t~,~o ~38J

$14,414 I~0,860 1~..381

$19,13"/ 110,(~i4

$39,99? $41,435

6~
63
64
6~
66
67
68
6O
7O
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
8O
81
82

84
85
88

SUMMARY BY OBJECT
1 STATE OPERATIONS

PERSONAL SERVICES 95--96 96-97 97.-98 1995-96*

Authorized Positions {Equals Sch. 7A) .... 110.4 119.5 119.5 $5,~
Estimated Salary Savings .................... - -5,8 " --5.8

Net Totals, Salaries and Wages .......... 110.4 113.7 113.7 $5,606
Staff Benefits .................................. - 1,536

Totals, per-~md Services .......... : ....... 110.4 113.7 113.7

OPERATING E, XPF-.NSES AND EQUIPMENT ....... i ..............................

SPECIAL ITEMS OF EXPENSE (’I’ra/nin~ Contract~) ............................

TOTALS, EXPENDITURES ............................................................. $16;’~9

" Dollars in thousands.

1996-97~" 1997-98"
$5,884 $5,919
--229 --264

$5,655 $5,~55
1,311 1,311

$19,13’/ $19,0~4
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8120 COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING---Continued

5
6
7 RECONCILIATION WITH APPROPRIATIONs
8 1 STATE OPERA’IIONS
9 0268 Peace OfFicers’ Training Fund ’

10
11 APPROPRIATIONS I~$’-~*
12 001 Budget Act appropriation ...................................................... $10,180
13 011 Budget Act approp~aflen (contractual services) .......................... 4,100
14 012 Bucket Ac~ appropriation ......................................................
15 Adjuncanent per Section 3.60 .......................................................... 1~
16 Reduction per Section 3.9~ ............................................................ -173
17 ~r from Local Assistance per Provision 2 ...................................
18
19 Totals Available ....................................................................... $17,136 119,13"/
20 Unexpended balance, estimated mvir~s ............................................ --1,0~0
gl TOTALS. EXPENDITURES ............................................................. 116,116 $19,137o~
23 MS Reimbursements
24
g$ Behnbursements ........................................................................ $123
26 TOTALS, EXPENDITURES, ALL FUNDS (State Operations) $16,239 t19,13727

1996-97" 1997~8"

$10,136 $10.1~
4,100 7,300

45

$19.054

$19,1X54

$19,504

29
3O
31
32
33
34
35

SUMMARY BY OBJECT
’~ LOCAL ASSISTANCE 1~d-96" 1996.-97"

501701 Grants and Subventions (expenditures) ........ ~ ................... ’. .... $14,414 $20,860
199"/-96"

36
37 RECONCILIATION WITH APPROPRIATIONS
38
39 2 LOCAL ASSISTANCE
40
41 0268 Peace Officers’ Training Fund"

APPROPRIATIONS 1995--~6"
101 Budget Act appropriation ...................................................... 125.856

44 102 Budget Act appropriation ......................................................
45 Transfer to State Operations per Provision 1 ...................................... --~900
46
47 Totals Available .......................................................................
48 Unexpended balance, estimated savings ............................................
49
50 TOTALS, EXPENDITURES .............................................................
51 TOTALS, EXPENDITURES, ALL FUNDS (State Operations end Local52 ~ce) ............................................................................. $30,653
53
54

1996-97" 1997--98"
$36,716 ~1.937

444 444
--3~0

-8,5a.2 -3,ooo -

$14,414 $20,860 $22,381

$39,997 #41,435

55
56
57
58
59
6O
61
62
63
64
65
M
67

M
7O
71

73
74

76

78
79
8O
81

84

FUND CONDITION STATEMENT
0268 Peace Officers’ Training Fund 1995-96’

BEGINNING BALANCE. ................................................................ $8,897
prior year sdj.xtrnents ................................................................. 321

Balance, Adjuatcd .................................................................... $9,218

REVENUES AND TRANSFEBS
Receipts:

Revenues:
19.5600Other regulatory fees .................................................. 174
130700 PenaRies on tral~c violations ......................................... 30,510
141~00 Sales of documents .....................................................
14956o Miscellaneous services to public ...................................... 63
150300 Income from stu’~lns money investments .......................... 382
161000 Escheat of unclah, ned cLeel~s and warrants ........................ 4

Totals, Revenues ................. ~ .............................................. $31.133

* Dollars in thoutands.

1996-97" 1997--98"

$9,821 $7,743

$9,821 $7,743

2g~ 225
~o,~ 3o,.94o

15 15
82

44O 44O
I0 I0

$31,714 $31,M~
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2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10
II
12
13
14
15
16
1’7
18
19

Transfers from Other Funds:
FlX)I78 Driver Training Penalty Assessment Fund per Section 24.10 ......

Totals, Revenues and Transfers ..............................................

Totals, Resources .............................................................

EXPENDITURES
Disbursements:

8120 C, onm~ion on Peace Officer Standards and Training:
State Operations ...................................................................
Local Ass/stance ....................................................................

Totals, Disbursements ..........................................................

FUND BALANCE .........................................................................
Reserve for econom/c uncertainties .................................................

GG 9
i

8]20 COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING---Continued

I~95-96) 1996-97" 1997-98"
_ $6,205 $2,003

$31,133 $37,919 $33,692

$40,351 $47,740 $41,4.3,5

16,116 19,137
14,414 90,860

130,S30 S39,99"/ 1V,1,43,5
:=..

9.8~Z1 "/343 -

;i



STATE OF CALIFORNIA PETE WtLSON, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE DANIEL E. LUNGREN, Attorney Genera/

COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

1601 ALHAMBRA BOULEVARD
SACRAMENTO. CALIFORNtA 95816-7083

LEGISLATIVE REVIEW COMMITTEE
January 23, 1997 - 9:00 A.M.

Wyndham Hotel
Plaza Room

6225 West Century Boulevard
Los Angeles, CA 90045

(310) 670-9000

AGENDA
hmehment

- 9:00 a.m.

PROPOSED LAW REVISIONS CONCERNING RESERVE PEACE
OFFICER STANDARDS A

Attachment A provides a report summarizing the recommendations and
rationale for revising Penal Code Section 832.6 concerning reserve
officer levels.

B, AppROVAL OF AGENCY POLICIES USING LIMITED LEVEL I
B.

Attachment B provides a report outlining the history, issues and alternatives
surrounding the statutory requirement for POST to approve law enforcement
agencys’ policies for the use of limited Level I reserves.

C. PUBLIC SAFETY TRAINING ACT OF 1997 C

Attachment C provides an update on plans to convert AB 1020 of 1996
from a Public Safety Training Centers Bond bill to the Public Safety
Training Act of 1997.

D. OTHER ITEMS OF INTEREST TO THE COMMITTEE

E. ~ - 10:00 A.M.



State of California

Memorandum

ATTACHMENT A
Department of Justice

DATE: Jan 3, 1997

TO: Legislative Review Committee

FROM: NORMAN C. BOEHM
Executive Director
Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training

SUBJECT: RESERVE PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS (Proposed Law Revisions)

At the Commission’s November 1996 meeting, staff reported there was concern within
some segments of law enforcement about reserve officer standards, especially concerning
the impending effective date for requiring the Basic Course for all non-designated reserve
officers appointed after January 1, 1997. There was also concern about the law’s
complexity and POSTs approval of law enforcement agency policies for using "limited
Level I reserves." At the November meeting, the Commission declined to approve two
such requests (South San Francisco Police Department and Ventura County Sheriffs
Department) because of the ambiguity in the law. At that time, staffindieated it would be
convening a meeting of representatives from the major law enforcement organizations to
review the law establishing reserve peace officers and to attempt to develop an agreed
approach to avert having a divided law enforcement before the Legislature. A Reserve
Standards Workshop was conducted December 18 and a copy of the meeting results is
attached.

The workshop attendees recognized that Penal Code Section 832.6 is complex, creating
confusion for agencies in complying. Also, some law enforcement agencies, especially
from the rural areas, continue to have concerns about the effect of mandating the Basic
Course for non-designated Level I reserves.

As a result, the Committee developed the following proposed amendments to P.C. 832.6:

.

Combine the designated and non-designated LeveI I reserve categories
into one but retain elsewhere in law the ability of city councils and boards
of supervisors to designate Level rs so that they may’have peace officer
authority 24 hours a day.

2. Eliminate the "limited Level I" reserve.

.

Revise Level II, paragraph (a)(2), by eliminating the continuous field
training requirement and to authorize Levd II to work alone, without
immediate supervision, and be assigned to limited duties that do not



involve the intentional enforcement of felony statutes. The Commission
would be required to develop guidelines concerning these duties for use by
law enforcement agencies. "No intentional enforcement of felony
statutes" would have to be defined but would presumably authorize
assignment to traffic enforcement, report taking, vacation home checks,
etc.

.
Revise Level III, paragraph (a)(3), by substituting "support" for "limited"
duties and to remove the direct supervision requirement so that they may
work alone. The existing enumerated duties is proposed to be eliminated
and instead POST would be required to develop guidelines concerning
these support duties for use by law enforcement.

,
To provide sufficient time for new training standards and gear-up time for
training presenters, it was recommended the effective date for this
proposed legislation would be July 1, 1998, assuming the legislation
passes the 1997 session.

It is anticipated several statewide law enforcement groups will introduce and endorse this
legislative proposal. The proposed legislation represents a compromise between those
who support the Basic Course training requirement for Level I reserves and those who
support repeal of the requirements. Essentially, the proposed legislation retains the
training mandate (which the Commission strongly supported) and at the same time
provides some relief for law enforcement agencies in expanding the assignments for
Levels II and III.

It was recognized by the group that the training standards for Levels II and III would have
to be revised upward but would be driven primarily by the nature of guidelines to be
developed by the Commission. The group also was united in its belief that POST needs
to seriously evaluate delivery of reserve training to remote areas of the state which has
been the primary cause for conflict over the Basic Course requirement for Level I’s.

The proposed legislative changes would have the benefit of removing the requirement for
POST to approve agency policies for using limited Level I’s. At the same time, the
proposals would establish requirements upon the Commission to develop guidelines
concerning the duties of Level II and III which should be achievable with law
enforcement input.

Ifa bill including what is described is introduced, the Commission may wish to consider
supporting the measure for the following reasons:

.

2.

3.
4.

It negates the real possibility that law enforcement would have been
divided before the Legislature.
It simplifies and clarifies existing laws, i.e., reduces five levels of reserves
to three.
It retains the Basic Course as the standard for Level I reserve officers.
It simplifies the delivery of reserve training, i.e., three reserve training
modules instead of four.



832.6 Deputies or appointees as reserve or auxiliary officers; powers of peace
officer; conditions

, I

(a) Every person deputized or appointed, as described in subdivision (a) 
Section 830.6 shall have the powers of a peace officer only when the person is any of
the following:

(1)(~ Level I reserve officers (non-designated) Deputized or appointed
pursuant to paragraph (1) of subdivision (a) of Section 830.6 and is assigned to 
prevention and detection of crime and the general enforcement of the laws of this state,
whether or not working alone, and the person has completed the basic training
prescribed by the Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training. For the level I
reserve off~cers appointed pursuant to this subparagraph after January 1, 1997, the
basic training shall meet the minimum requirements established by the commission for
deputy sheriffs and police officers ^ ’^" ¯ ~ -" ^¯ r~ |rJlvv ~I||UI~III~I|I. r.,l~v~,l|~y li|(;ly |~lt.l~l. c.lll

6xc~,,~t~,n - -- :- --: ......... : ..... " " " ""^ "~ " " :f==,=,~. ~.§~;.c&" ,=,~.; pc.l;c.;;; ........ .~ L.. ,~._

CG~,,m~23{GG ,:_:=:__ .=..,:__ :, .... , = ~. .J ,=. , .... , = _ ~.

satisfi c,:h~; :;;~,:ng ,;qu:;(,~,~.~,t; c;’,c,b=~;,=,~d b)" {h~ ;c,m,~,~;31c, n. All level I reserve
officers appointed pursuant to this subparagraph shall satisfy the continuing
professional training requirement prescribed by the commission.

(B.) Level I reserve officers (designated~ A--persef~ deputized or appointed
pursuant to paragraph (2) of the subdivision (a) of Section 830.6 shall have the powers
of a peace officer when assigned to the prevention and detection of crime and the
general enforcement of the laws of this state, whether or not working alone, and the
person has completed the basic training course for deputy sheriffs and police officers
prescribed by the Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training. Level I
reserve officers appointed pursuant to this subparagraph shall satisfy the continuing
professional training requirement prescribed by the commission.

(2) Level II reserve officers Assigned to the prevention and detection of crime
and the general enforcement of the laws of this state while under the immediate
supervision of a peace officer possessing a basic certificate Issued by the Commission
on Peace Officer Standards and Training, ,the p~r3Gn,~=^ ~n§;§~d "-,,, =- ,%’,d t, ~;~,;~,u" " " -
I:;;’G§;’-~-,’T;, =~,V,,vv,-,- ~,.~ ~,,~ ,.,,,,,,,,,,~,v,, ,,,, v,,,--~, --,=,,,~=,,~ =,,,- ,,,,,,,,,,~ and
the person has completed the course required by Section 832 and any other training
prescribed by the commission.

Level II reserve officers appointed pursuant to this paragraph may be assianed, without
immediate suDervision, to limited duties that do not involve the intentional enforcement
of felony statutes. The commission is required to develoD guidelines concerning these
duties for use by law enforcement agencies.



(3) LL~vel III reserve officers Deployed and authorized only to carry out {imited
~ duties not requiring general law enforcement powers in their routine
performance Those persons shell,,~- pcrm;,~d tv "~ -- "’- ~’ "’ .... ’ ..... -’-- "~^

.... :--’-- ~n~ s,,~t ,have completed the training required under Section 832 and any
other training prescribed by the commission for those persons. The c;ommission is
reauired to develop guidelines cencemino these suDDort duties for use bv law

- "" - -- ’-- thc Frc, v;aiorm c,f th;~ ~r~,~3ra~h, ,, I~ ........... ~’o=un*un~nun~nuL----’c--’----’M--’--’¯ =a =. ,L , .~
" " A ..-o uun .....

oNccr may Fc.,,’~,-m,, ~rc, h an~ m;c~:~., p~c,~,n~l --’--=-=’~-" ........ -" ...... = ̄

(4) Assigned to the prevention and detection of a particular crime or crimes or 
the detection or apprehension of a particular individual or individuals while working
under the supervision of a California peace officer in a county adjacent to the state
border who possesses a basic certificate issued by the Commission on Peace Officer
Standards and Training, and the person is a law enforcement officer who is regularly
employed by a local or state law enforcement agency in an adjoining state and has
completed the basic training required for peace officers in his or her state.

This training shall fully satisfy any other training requirements required by law,
including those specified in Section 832.

In no case shall a peace officer of an adjoining state provide services within a
California jurisdiction during any period in which the regular law enforcement agency of
the jurisdiction is involved in a labor dispute.

(b) Notwithstanding subdivision (a), a person who is issued a level I reserve
officer certificate before January 1, 1981, shall have the full powers and duties of a
peace officer as provided by Section 830.1 if so designated by local ordinance or, if the
local agency is not authorized to act by ordinance, by resolution, either individually or
by clas.s, If the appointing authority determines the person is qualified to perform
general law enforcement duties by reason of the person’s training and experience.
Persons who were qualified to be issued the level I reserve officer certificate before
January 1, 1981, and who state in writing under penalty of perjury that they applied for
but were not issued the certificate before January 1, 1981, may be issued the certificate
before July 1, 1984¯ For purposes of this section, certificates so issued shall be
deemed to have the full force and effect of any level I reserve officer certificate issued
pdor to January 1, 1981.

(c) In carrying out this section, the commission:
(1) May use proficiency testing to satisfy reserve training standards¯
(2) Shall provide for convenient training to remote areas in the state.
(3) Shall establish a professional certificate for reserve officers as defined in



paragraph (1) of subdivision (a) and may establish a professional certificate for reserve
officers as defined in paragraphs (2) and (3) of subdivision 

(4)Shall facilitate the voluntary transition of reserve officers to regular officers
with no unnecessary redundancy between the training required for level I and level II
reserve officers.

(5) Shall develop a supplemental course for existing level I reserve officers
desiring to satisfy the basic training course for deputy sheriffs and police officers.

(d) In carrying out paragraphs (I) and (3) of subdivision (c), the commission 
establish and levy appropriate fees, provided the fees do not exceed the cost for
administering the respective services. These fees shall be deposited in the Peace
Officers’ Training Fund established by Section 13520.

’(e) The commission shall include an amount in its annual budget request 
carry out this section.

**** Combine designated and non-designated~,



Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training
Reserve Standards Workshop

Wednesday, December 18, 1996

Summary of Results

The meeting was called to order by Hal Snow, POST Assistant Executive Director. Those in
attendance are listed on the attachment. The purpose of the meeting, as explained, was to re,
examine’the law establishing reserve officer categories in an attempt to develop agreement about
needed changes and to avert a possible conflict before the Legislature. As background, it was
explained that the POST Commission, at its November meeting, declined to approve two agency
requests for approval of policies establishing Limited Level I reserves. It was also explained that
there were law enforcement groups planning to introduce legislation to repeal or postpone
requiring non-designated Level I reserves appointed after January 1, 1997 to complete the
Regular Basic Course.

Senior POST Consultant Mickey Bennett briefed the group on the existing law establishing five
categories of reserve officers and explained the impact of SB 1874 (1995).

Hal Snow provided the group with a set of assumptions about reserve officer standards with the
purpose of focusing the group on the issues of conflict including: I) the SB 1874 basic training
requirement for non-designated Level I reserves appointed after January 1, 1997, and 2) the
criteria for approving law enforcement agency policies to use "limited Level I" reserves. Also, it
was generally agreed that there was a serious need to revise Penal Code Section 832.6
establishing the various levels of reserve officers because of its complexity.

After considerable discussion, proposed amendments to PC 832,6 were agreed upon that
included:

1, Combining the designated and non-designated Level I reserve categories into one but
retain elsewhere in law the ability of City Councils and Boards of Supervisors to
designate Level I’s so that they may have peace officer authority 24 hours a day.

2. Eliminating the "limited Level I."

.

Revising Level II, paragraph (a) (2), by eliminating the continuous field training
requirement and authorizing Level II’s to work alone, without immediate supervision, to
be assigned to limited duties that do not involve the intentional enforcement of felony
statutes. The Commission would be required to develop guidelines concerning these
duties for use by law enforcement agencies.



.
Revising Level II, paragraph (a) (3), by substituting "support" for "limited" duties and 
remove the direct supervision requirement so that they may work alone. The existing
enumerated duties are proposed to be eliminated and, instead, POST would be required to
develop guidelines concerning these support duties for use by law enforcement.

It was recognized by the group that the training standards for Level II and III would have to be
revised upward but would be driven primarily by the nature of guidelines to be developed by the
Commission. The group also was united in its belief that POST needs to seriously evaluate
delivery of reserve training to remote areas of the state which has been the primary cause for
conflict over the Basic Course requirement for Level I’s.

To provide sufficient time for new training standards and gear-up time for training presenters, it
was recommended the effective date for this proposed legislation be July 1, 1998, assuming the
legislation passes the 1997 session.

The group also recommended the Commission approve, as a service, law enforcement policies
during the interim until the law is changed. Approvals should be based upon the proposed
criteria for Level II, i.e., "limited duties that do not involve the intentional enforcement of felony
statutes."



List of Attendees for Reserve Training Meeting

Fountain Suites Hotel
321 Bercut Drive, Sacramento

December 18, 1996

1. Abbott, Larry - Lieutenant, Orange County Sheriffs Department
2. Ames, Steve - Lieutenant, Orange Police Department
3. Barnes, Frank - CRPOA
3. Bertucelli, Larry - Lieutenant, Mountain View Police Department
4. Bottrell, Gregory - Lieutenant, San Bemardino County Sheriffs Depa(trnent
5. Byrd, Charles - Sheriff, Siskiyou County Sheriffs Department
6. Coburn, Fred - Chief, Bishop Police Department
7. Davis, Charles - Lieutenant, South San Francisco Police Department
8. Decker, Frank - Sergeant, Los Angeles County Sheriffs Department
9. DeVargas, Diaune - Office Specialist, CLERCAJOrange County Sheriffs Department
10. Drageset, Scott - Sergeant, Sacramento Police Department
11. Freeberg, Michael - Lieutenant, Mountain View Police Department
12. Freeman, Sue - Reserve Commander, El Dorado County Sheriffs Department
13. Garthwaite, Kim - Lieutenant, Riverside County Sheriffs Department
14. Geoffrion, Adolph - Lieutenant, Los Angeles County Sheriffs Department
15. (3omez, Michael - Chief, Department of Consumer Affairs - Investigations Division
16. Lombardi, Jim - CRPOA\Los Angeles Police Department
17. Markwell, Joe - Sergeant, San Diego Police Department
18. Patrick Moran - Legislative Advocate, PORAC
19. Patino, I.F. - Division Dean, Rio Hondo Community College
20. Vigallon, Randolph - Reserve, El Dorado County Sheriffs Department
21. Wilbert, Brad - Sergeant, Kern County Sheriffs Department



State of California

emorandum

ATTACHMENT B
Department of Justice

DATE: Jan. 3, 1997

TO: Legislative Review Committee

FROM: NORMAN C. BOEHM
Executive Director
Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training

SUBJECT: APPROVAL OF AGENCY POLICIES USING LIMITED LEVEL I RESERVE
OFFICERS

At its November 1996 meeting, the Commission declined to approve two law
enforcement agency policies for use of "limited Level I" reserve peace officers. The
decision was based upon the law’s lack of clarity for what constitutes limited duties as
well as the concern that some of the proposed duties could encounter or escalate into
major criminal situations and perhaps safety issues. At the November 1996 meeting, staff
indicated that it would be convening a group of representatives from the major law
enforcement associations to review the law to determine if changes are needed and to
avoid major conflict about the January 1, 1997 implementation date of Senate Bill 1874
requiring completion of the Basic Course for non-designated Level I reserves appointed
after January 1, 1997.

As background, a 1995 amendment to Penal Code Section 832.6 (Senate Bill 1874, which
the Commission supported) requires the Commission to approve law enforcement agency
policies for the use of limited Level I reserves. The inclusion of this provision into
Senate Bill 1874 was a major compromise amendment taken during the legislative
process to overcome opposition to mandating the Basic Course for non-designated
Level I reserves.

Staff convened on December 18, 1996 a group of representatives from the major
statewide law enforcement organizations to review the existing law and to develop
recommendations concerning "limited Level I." The group, identified in Attachment A,
recommended the Commission approve, as a service, law enforcement agency policies
during the interim until the law is changed. It was further recommended that approvals
be based upon the proposed criteria for Level II reserves working alone, i.e., "limited
duties that do not involve the intentional enforcement of felony statutes."

The four requests received to date (attached) are from the South San Francisco Police
Department, Ventura County Sheriff’s Department, Daly City Police Department, and
Mountain View Police Department. Their proposed policies limit the duties of"limited



Level I reserve officers" to non-general enforcement duties that do not involve the
intentional enforcement of felony statutes. Examples of these duties are response to
burglar alarms (no open windows or doors), cover calls, citizen assist, check the area,
theft (no suspects), malicious mischief (no suspects), attempt to contact, fireworks, traffic
control, limited prisoner transportation, certain parking enforcement, subpoena service,
vehicle lockouts, serving "due diligence" warrants, report taking, vacation home checks
and traffic directing.

These policies indicate that limited Level I’s may work alone or with other limited Level
I’s performing limited duties. However, they may not be assigned to the prevention and
detection of crime and the general enforcement of laws of this state. If assigned general
enforcement duties, they must be under the immediate supervision of an officer
possessing a POST basic certificate which is required by existing law. These policies
attempt to reduce exposure to gang calls, repeat calls, and serious crimes in progress.

These policies appear to be reasonable and consistent with the above recommended
criteria, i.e., limited duties that do not involve the intentional enforcement of felony
statutes. Of course, these limited Level I’s could unintentionally encounter a felonious
criminal situation.

It was recommended by the above input committee that when the law is modified to
eliminate these limited Level I’s that these personnel would revert to Level II reserves
unless they subsequently complete the Basic Course and are appointed Level I’s.

The Commission may wish to reconsider its approval of these agency policies in view of
the Reserve Workshop Committee’s recommendation to base approval on assignments
that amount to no intentional felonious enforcement. Even though this term must be
eventually defined with input from law enforcement, the above cited examples of
assignments from the agency policies appear to be illustrative of what is meant by "no
intentional felonious enforcement." There are no guarantees that limited Level rs
performing these assignments will not encounter a serious crime. However, this
possibility must be weighed against the need by law enforcement agencies to provide
protection and services to the public. It must also be weighed against the fact these
limited Level I’s must have completed Reserve Modules A, B, and C, totalling 222 hours
plus 200 hours of field training.



OFFICE OF ............. , -" ::-’:"

THE CHIEF OF POLI .t ,.
(415) 877-8930

@
Mark J. Raflaelli

CHIEF OF POLICE

April5, 1996

Mr. Norman C. Boehm
Executive Director
Commission on Peace Officer Standards & Training
1601 Alhambra Blvd.
Sacramento, CA 95816

Dear Mr. Boehm:

After reviewing the options outlined in the Reserve Peace Officer Status Summary-1995, I
am writing to request that POST grant the South San Francisco Police Department the
exemption outlined for "Limited Non-Designated Level I" Reserve Officers.

The South San Francisco Police Department has always used Police Reserve Officers to
supplement, not supplant, our regular patrol force. Enclosed is South San Francisco
Police Department Procedure #120 which outlines the duties our current Non-Designated
Level One Reserve Officers perform when they work in. pairs on patrol. Our current
policy does not allow Reserve Officers to carry out patrol duties individually. When not
working in pairs, Reserve Officers are limited to riding with a regular Police Officer.
Aside from the patrol work outlined, our Reserve Officers are assigned to special events
providing security, traffic and crown control.

I hope that the information provided is sufficient ~.o enable POST to grant the requested
exemption. If you require additional information please feel free to contact me. Your
prompt attention and written reply will be appreciated.

Sincerely,

Mark J. Raffaelli
Chief of Police

ADDRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO THE CHIEF OF POL1CE

33 ARROYO DRIVE, SUITE C SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO. CALIFORNIA 94080 ¯ FAX (415) 877.5982



PROCEDURE #120

Effective: 15 March 1994

TITLE: LEVEL I RESERVE OFFICER DUTIES

PURPOSE: To establlsh guidelines that will govern, the type of
calls Level IReseEve Officers may handle while working
in palrs on patrol~ to allow Reserves to assist in the
delivery of a high level of servioe to the community in
a tlmely manner; and to inorease Reserve officer
development and enthusiasm and increase their value to
the Police Department and the ~ommunity.

POLICY:

Level I Reserve Officers working in pairs may respond to and
document the following calls. All documentation must be completed
and approved by the on-duty Supervisor prior to the Reserve officer
going off duty.

+ 1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

@#8.
9.

i0.
ii.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.

Burglar alarms (residential or commercial)
Cover on calls
Citizen assist
Check the area calls
488 (n ° suspects)
594 (no suspects)
Attempt to contact (no suspects)
Disturbance juveniles/noise/noisy animal
Fireworks
Property calls - found/lost/destruction
Special services
Security checks
Requests for walk through
Traffic control
Code 5 (individuals may work certain Code 5s)
Prisoner transportation (limited circumstances),
watch commander approval

with

+ Any alarm verified by an open window door entry will require
a regular officer.

# Repeat calls will be handled by regular officers.

@ ~ny calls in traditional gang areas will be handled by regular
gang officers: C Street, Susie Way, Cypress Park and 500-600
block of commercial area. If a Reserve Officer suspects gang
involvement at any call, they will request a regular officer.

Level I Reserve Officers working in pairs where at least one of
them has received specialized training and certification by the
department may respond to and handle the following calls:



i. Parking citations limited to:

a.

b.
c.

do

e.

Red zones
Handicapped parking
No stopping, standing or parking (including between
certain hours)
Vehicles blocking driveway (in response to
dispatched complaint). Reserve Officer may
complete CHP 180. This form must be reviewed and
signed by a regular officer. Reserve may then
await arrival of a tow.
Fire hydrant

2. 653m

3. Subpoena service

4. Vehicle lockouts

t
Expired registration in conjunction with any of the above
violations

6. citing and checking 11-24

The above calls for service may be dispatched to reserve units when
available. Calls shall not be held for availability of reserve
unit. Watch commander may designate reserves to handle other calls
in emergency situations.

PROCED \RSVDUTYS. 120



VENTURA COUNTY . LA,.YCA.P N, ,
SHERIFF

SHERIFF’5 DEPARTMENT .
UNDERSHERIFF

800 SOUTH VICTORIA AVENUE, VENTURA, CA 93009 PHONE (805) 654-2380 FAX (805) 645-1391

January 24, 1996

Norman C, Boehm, Executive Director
T’ne Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training
1601 Alhambra Boulevard

Sacram~95816Dear

In accor~ce with the provisions of Senate Bill 1874 which became effective January 1,
1995, I am formally requesting that the Ventura County Sheriff’s Department be exempt
~om the requirement that aU reserves hired a~er January 1, 1997, complete the Regular
Basic course of training.

As requested by POST, attached for your approval is the General Order, "Reserve
Depudes,’Y which outlines the Department’s policies regarding the limited use of our
Reserve Deputies.

Should you need further clarification regarding this policy, please Contact Lieutenant
Christopher Godfiey at (805) 388-4296.

Sin ;rely, f

Sheriff

attachments

WEST COUNTY ~OL|~ SF~VICES
Kenneth Kipp, Chief Deputy
800 Soelh V’ctoria Avenue
~nmra. CA 93009
(805) 654-2315 FAX (805) 650-4039

EAST COUNTY POLICE SERVICES
Robert BrOoks, Chief Deputy
2101 East Olsen Road
Thousand Oak~. CA 91360
t 805) 494-0261 FAX (805) 494-8295

n DE’rENTION SERVICES
DOnald R. Laac/uist, Chief Deputy
8iX) South Victoria Avenue
Vemufa. CA 93009
(805) 654-2305 FAX (~05) h54.3500

El SUPPORT SERVICES
Richard Roddguez, C~ie t" Deputy
800 South Victoria Avenue
Ventura, CA 93009
(805) 6S4.2378 FAX (805) 654-515[



GENERAL ORDER

SUBJECT: RESERVE DEPUTIES

PURPOSE: To define the tasks and level of supervision under which reserve deputies shall
perform their duties.

Rules and Regulations

All members of the Ventura County Sheriff’s Reserve Unit shall obey the same rules and
regulations as regular sworn deputies.

Defmitions

.
Designated Level I (DL I) - refers to a trained reserve officer as described in Penal
Code Section 832.6(a)(1XB). Per 830.1 P.C., has full powers and duties (24 
per day), and may be assigned specific police functions whether or not working alone,
or to the prevention and detection of crime and the general enforcement of the laws
of this state.

.
Non-Designated Level I (NDL I) - refers to a trained reserve officer as described 
Penal Code Section 832.6(a)(IXA). Has peace officer authority on duty only for 
duration of a specific assignment. May work alone and be assigned to the prevention
and detection of crime and the general enforcement of the laws of this state.

.
Limited Non-Designated Level I (LNDL I) - refers to a trained reserve officer 
descn~oed in Penal Code Section 832.6(a)(1)(A). Has peace officer authority on 
only for the duration of a specific assigmnent. May work alone, however, may not
be assigned to the prevention and detection of crime and the getteral enforcement of
the laws of this state. If assigned general law enforcement duties, must be under the

¯ immediate supervision of an officer possessing a POST basic certificate. (Refer to
Field Assignments below)

.
Level II (L II) - refers to a trained reserve officer as described in Penal Code Section
832.6(a)(2). Has peace officer authority on duty only for the duration of a specific
assignment. Must work under the immediate supervision of an officer possessing a
POST basic certificate, when assigned to the prevention and detection of crime and
the general enforcement of the laws of this state.



.
Level I/I (L m) - refers to a trained reserve officer as described in Penal Code Section
832.6(a)(3). Has peace officer authority on duty only for the duration of a specific
assigunent. Is deployed in such limited functions as would not usually require general
law enforcement powers.

Eft. Field Assignments

.
The Ventura County Sheriff’s Department will utilize reserve deputies as Limited
Nun-Designated Level I reserves (LNDL I), irrespective of whether or not they
currently meet higher standards as outlined on page one under the definitions section.

Limited Nun-Designated Level I reserves may be assigned to work alone in a one
person unit, or with another Limited Non-Designated Level I reserve. However, they
shall not be assigned to "the prevention and detection of crime and the general
enforcement of the laws of the state." Per the SheriWs Department’s exemption
authorized by POST, specific duties Limited Nun-Designated Level I reserves may
perform include:

Reserve Deputy_ / Prisoner Transport Unit

The duty of the prisoner transport detail is to transport prisoners from the area
substations to the Sheriff’s Main Jail in Ventura. Also, reserve deputies may be asked
to assist with the transporting and booking of arrestees from the field to the
appropriate station. Reserve deputies working this detail will be responsible for
booking prisoners and assisting with the related booking paperwork. This detail is not
intended to be used for patrol purposes such as traffic stops, follow-up investigations,
or handling calls in progress.

Reserve Deputy_ / Warrant Service Detail

Limited Non-Designated Level I reserves may be eligible to work the Sheriff’s
Warrant Detail serving misdemeanor "due-diligence" warrants. The following
requirements must be met:

Prior to a reserve working the Sheriffs Warrant Detail, he or she will attend
an eight-hour class on warrant service/due diligence taught by one of the
department’s detectives working warrants. Also, he or she must work a
minimum of twenty-four hours with a fully compensated, full-time detective
assigned to the Sheriff’s Warrant Detail.

The reserve deputy must receive approval flora the Sheriff’s Warrant Detail
supervisor prior to working the reserve deputy assignment.

This detail is not intended to be used for patrol purposes such as traffic stops
or the handling ofcalB in progress. The Reserve Warrant Detail will operate
under the radio call sign of"3W60, 3W61, etc."

2



Reserve Deputy_ / Report Taking Unit

The responsl~oility of the reserve deputy report taking unit is to respond to those calls
for service where police reports will be taken, i.e., vandalism, burglary, lost or stolen
property, etc. This unit is not intended to be used for patrol purposes inch as traffic
stops or the handling of calls in progress,

Reserve Deputy_ / Vacation House Check Unit

Limited Non-Designated Level I reserves may be used to conduct vacation house
checksl Keserve deputies conducting vacation house checks need to identify the
resident(s) requesting the house check, and note the time(s) the residence 
checke~L This unit is not intended to be used for patrol purposes such as traffic stops
or the handling of calls in progress.

Reserve Deputy / Traffic Control Unit

A reserve deputy may be used by any Division’s Traffic Detail, or by any officer
responding to the scene of a traffic accident. A reserve deputy traffic unit’s primary
respons~ilities at traffic accidents are to help in providing security at the scene,
directing traffic, either at a controlled intersection, an uncontrolled intersection,
or at a fixed barricade position. A reserve deputy may, at times, be asked to help in
transporting family members involved in traffic accidents to or ~om the hospital.
This unit is not intended to be used for patrol purposes such as traffic stops or the
handling of calls in progress.

Reserve Radio Call Signs

Ventura County Sheriff’s Reserve Deputies assigned to work alone or with another
limited Level I reserve are generally identified by any call sign(s) ending in sixty, i.e.,
3D60, 3C60, 3B60, 4R60, 4R61, etc.

.
Limited Non-Designated Level I reservo deputies, and all other reserve deputies,
while assigned to "’the prevention and detection of crime and the general enforcement
of the laws of the state, "shall be under the intmediate supervision of a full-time officer
possessing a basic POST certificate.

¯ medlate su ervisio is defined as being under the direction of a peace officer who is in the
physical pro~dmity of and available to the reserve officer. However, necessary, temporary
separations are permitted. The peace officer who is supervising the reserve officer must be
deemed qualified to instruct by the department head and possess a POST Basic Certificate.

POST has defined "the prevention and detection of crime and the general enforcement of
the laws of the state "’ as being assigned to investigate crime or patrol a geographic area and
taking enforcement action on the full range of law violations for which the reserve’s



IV*

Vw

department has enforcement responsibility.

While Limited Non-Designated Level I reserve deputies working alone or in pairs will never
be assigned to general law enforcement duties, they may take law enforcement action in which
the public safety or expectations would require immediate action by a uniformed patrol
officer. Examples may include: battery in progress, significant traffic violations, citizens’
request for immediate assistance, etc. In such instances, reserve deputies will, as soon as
practical, notify the watch commander and/or field supervisor and appraise him or her of the
situation. As soon as practical, a regular sworn officer, possessing a POST Basic Certificate,
will be dispatched to the scene to supervise the reserve(s).

It is not the intent of this general order to limit any watch commander or field
supervisor from utilizing a reserve deputy as a Level I reserve in a critical incident
or temporary emergency situation.

Compensation / Hourly Rate of Pay

The Ventura County SherifFs Reserve Unit is considered a volunteer organization under the
criteria set forth in the Fair Labor Standards Act (FLSA), and as such, no compensation 
authorized for services by members in the regular performance of their duties. However,
reserve deputies may at times be compensated for special assignments or details i.e., football
games, dances, parades, etc. The rate of pay for special assignments will be based on the pay
for a bottom step regular deputy, without benefits.

The payment of reserve deputies working special assignments or details is handled directly
through the organization or city that contracted the work. Neither the Sheriff’s Department
Business Office nor the County Auditor generally handle these funds. The exception to this
is during election years when reserve deputies are employed by and compensated by the
County Elections Division.

Training

As of July 1995, state law requires that all Level I reserves meet the minimum continuing
professional training (CPT) requirements. Every Level I reserve officer shall satisfactorily
complete 24 or more hours at least once every two years of POST certified training. This
requirement may also be met by satisfactorily completing one or more of the certified
technical courses totaling 24 or more hours, or satisfactorily completing an alternative method
of compliance as determined by POST.

4



POLICE DEPARTMENT

OF DAI.,Y
333-90TH STF~EET

DALY CITY. CA 94015-1895

PHONE: (415) 99l-B119

CITY

September 23, 1996

Mickey Bennett, Senior Consultant
Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training
1601 Alhambra Boulevard
Sacramento, CA 95816-7083

Dear Mr. Bennett:

Pursuant to our previous conversation regarding authorization to establish the Police
Officer Reserve Level I Limited position with the Daly City Police Department, I am
respectfully requesting approval from the Commission on P.O.S.T. to adopt the position
of Level I Limited Police Officer Reserve for the Daly City Police Department.

The appended document is a drai~ of our Departmental General Order pertaining to the
Police Reserve Program which will be inaugurated on November 1, 1996 pending
approval from the Commission on P.O.S.T. as to Limited General I Police Reserves. I
have highlighted sections of the attached document which outline duties, scope of
responsibilities and identifiers for police reserve officers.

If you should have any further questions, please feel free to contact me at (415)991-8130.

SJR:cp



DEPARTMENTAL GENERAL ORDER

Daly City Police Department

Index as: Police Reserve Program

G.O. #50
September 24, 1996

POLICE RESERVE PROGRAM

It is the policy of the Daly City. Police Department to maintain a cadre of welI-wained
volunteer police reserve officers who will compliment, ~, the regular police
force in meeting assigned duties. Police reserve officers shall not receive remuneration
for services rendered.

The purpose of this order is to provide the guidelines and standards for the selection,
appointment, training and duties of police reserve officers in the Daly City Police
Department.

I. RULES AND REGULATIONS

All police reserve officers shall abide by and adhere to the standards of
this deparunent as established by the Manual of Rules, General Orders and
Standard Operating Procedures and the policies and procedures of the
Daly City. Police Department

B. All violations of the aforementioned Standards shall be investigated in
accordance with General Order 25, Administrative Investigations.
However. police reserve officers do not have property interest fights
accorded under the "Peace Officer Bill of Rights" and serve at the will and
pleasure of the Chief of Police.

II. RESERVE COORDINATOR

The Police Reserve Coordinator shall be the Community Division
Sergeant. It shall be his/her duty to oversee the program, evaluate the
participants, coordinate their assignments with appropriate departmental
units.

B° The Police Reserve Coordinator shall serve as the supervisor of the Police
Reserve Program and shall be responsible for annual performance
evaluations, discipline and assignments.

1 09/96



G.O. #50

III. TRAINING DIVISION SERGEANT

A° The Training Division Sergeant shall be responsible for the selection and
training of police reserve officers.

B. He/she shall serve as the assistant Police Reserve Officer Coordinator.

IV. RESERVE OFFICER OUALIFICATIONS

To be eligible as a police reserve officer with the Daly City Police Department
the applicant must;

A°

B.

C°

D.
E.
F.
G.

be at least 21 years of age;
be a U.S. citizen or have applied for citizenship one year prior to
application;
possess a high school diploma or equivalent;
be of good moral character;
possess a valid Class "C" California Driver’s License;
have never been convicted of a felony;
volunteer at least 24 hours per month.

V. SCREENING PROCESS

Each police reserve applicant who meets the basic qualifications will be invited to
participate in a selection process which shall include the following:

A°

B.
C.

D.

Written test
Physical agility test (when required)
Oral Board interview. The Oral Board will be comprised of three (3)
members of the Daly City Police Department.
Background investigation/poly~aph examination

The following ~vo (2) examinations will only be performed if and when 
conditional offer of employment is made:

E,

F.
Medical examination
Psychological examination

2 09196



G.O.#50

VL AUTHORITY FOR APPOINTMENT

Pursuant to Penal Code Section 830.6(a)(1), any qualified person who 
appointed by proper authority as a police reserve officer and who is assigned

police officer functions by the appointing authority is a police officer.
However, the authority, duties, powers, immunities and privileges of a peace
officer are vested in a police reserve officer only for specific, authorized duty
assignments. The appointing authority for the Daly City Police Department is the
Chief of Police.

The Chief of Police, or his/her representative, shall assign a designation level to
each police reserve officers. Notwithstanding the fact that an officer may legally
qualify for a higher designation, the Chief of Police or his/her representative, shall
determine the level to which such officer shall be assigned.

The following levels are authorized by the Daly City. Police Department:

O Level I - Limited
(Formerly Limited, Non-designated Level I)

@ Level II
(832.6(a)(2) 

@ Level III
(832.6(a)(3) 

VII. TRAINING REOUIREMENTS

A. Level I - Limited:

Prior to appointment, all Level I Limited Police Reserve Officers
" ABshall satisfactorily complete the P.O.S.T. approved Modules ,

and C" training for 222 hours.

.
Successfully complete 200 hours of structured field training
including first aid training.

,

Successfully complete continuing professional training every
tnventy-four (24) months

3 09/96
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B. Level II:

Prior to appointment, all Level II Police Reserve Officers shall
satisfactorily complete the P.O.S.T. approved, "Modules A & B"
training course for 154 hours

.
Pmltibited from General Law enforcement duties unless working
under the ~ supervision of a police officer possessing a
POST Basic Certificate. They may be assigned to the prevention
and detection of crime and the general enforcement of laws of this
state when working under immediate supervision.

a° Immediate supervision means the police reserve officer

acts under the direction of a peace officer possessing
a POST Basic Certificate who is routinely in the
close physical proximity of and available to the
police reserve officer.

C. Level III:

A° A Level III Police Reserve Officer will be assigned to functions
that do not normally require general law enforcement powers and
must complete the P.O.S.T. approved "Module A" for 64 hours of
training.

vrn. 2 RAL.ItI 

The Daly City Police Reserve Program is a unit of the Community Division. It is
comprised of volunteers who assist sworn police officers in service to the
community. The police reserve officer provides support services to the regular
employees such as assisting with the transportation and guarding of non-violent
prisoners, transportation and handling of evidence, traffic control, crime
prevention and specific details for civil events.

A° Level I Limited - possess peace officer authority only when on-duty and
only for duration of a specific assignment. Level I Limited Police Reserve
Officers are not authorized to carry concealed firearms off-duty. Upon
successfully completing a 200 hour field training program, Level I Limited
Police Reserve Officers may be assigned;

lo as a second person in a two-person patrol unit along with a sworn
police officer;

4 09/96
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.
as a two-person unit with another Level I Limited Police Reserve
Officer for the specialized function of prisoner transportation;

3. to perform as hospital guards of prisoners;

at as a one-person unit for abandoned vehicle abatement
enforcement, parking law enforcement, traffic control and crowd
control at fire, disaster and major-injury vehicular accident scenes;

5. to provide additional security at civic events to supplement
existing sworn uniform presence;

6. to provide crime scene security in critical incidents;

7. to transport seized/sealed evidence and property;

8~ to conduct or assist in conducting bicycle licensing, enforcement
and safety programs;

9. to organize Neighborhood Watch groups and meetings;

10. to work the Information Desk;

11. to perform clerical and adrainistrative tasks with the Police
Department.

Level II - may perform general duties described in Section VIII,
Subsection (A) of this order, but only with immediate supervision by 
sworn, full-time police officer possessing a P.O.S.T. Basic Academy
Course Certificate. They shall not pertbrm any law enforcement
operational functions alone or consort with another Level II Police
Reserve Police Officer to perform the same functions.

Level II Police Reserve Officers may not be assigned;

1. to transport prisoners alone or with another police reserve officer;

.
to perform as hospital guards of prisoner without immediate
supervision.

a, Level lI Police Reserve Officers shall not be authorized to
carry a concealed firearm off-duty.
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C* Level III- have limited duties such as administrative, search and rescue,
research, public information and minor supplementary dispatch tasks.
With "direct" supervision by a police officer with a P.O.S.T. Basic
Academy Course Certificate, Level III Reservists may perform limited
duties not requiring general law enforcement action.

IX.

Members of the Police Reserve Program are responsible for the purchase of their
uniforms with the exception of the safety equipment issued by the Department.

Level I Limited Police Reserve Officers will wear the official police
officer uniform as described below. Upon achieving assignment to Level
II Police Reserve Officer, Police Reserve Officers shall wear Class "B"
uniforms in accordance with Standard Operating Procedure XIV, Section
X’VII, Sub-section (C) (Police Uniform - General Considerations); 
section (D), paragraph 2, (Class B Uniform); and Sub section0E)(The
Uniform Hat).

.
Members shall comply with grooming standards set forth by
Departmental policy and procedures.

.
Members shall be issued a Departmental seven-point-star (7)
badge.

a, The star badge shall contain the inscription, "Daly City
Police Reserve."

b. Badges shall be sequentially numbered from 1001 forward.

,
Repairs and replacement of uniforms shall be the responsibility of
each Police Reserve Officer.

.
Uniforms and safety equipment shall be stored in Department-
issued lockers.

X. COMMUNICATIONS DIVISION

Daly City. Police Reserve Officers shall receive a four-character (4) designated
call sign. This differs from the three-character (3) call sign assigned to sworn and
non-sworn civilian department members.

6 09/96
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.
Radio communications between Communications and police
reserve officers shall consist of the designator, "Unit 10-0-1;
10-0-2..." and so forth.

EVALUATION AND TRAINING

It is the policy of the Daly City Police Department that all members of the Police
Reserve Program shall be adequately and professionally trained. Members attend
training sessions when dkected to do so, in addition to state-mandated training.

A.

.
The Police Reserve Coordinator shall complete bi-annual
evaluations of each police reserve officer. Any unsatisfactory level
of pertbrmance or area of deficiency shall be promptly brought to
the attention of the member. He/she shall be re-evaluated on the
areas noted.

.
Continued substandard performance will result in disqualification
fi:om the prom-am, however, unsatisfactory performance or
deficiency shall be addressed with remedial training efforts through
ex’cension of field training with approval of the Chief of Police or
re-assignment to a field progTam, regardless of tenure.

.
Evaluations shall be maintained in personnel binders in the office
of the Chief of Police.

B. Zr.aia 

No member shall be exempt or excused from state-mandated training
urdess such exemption is allowable by state law or Commission on POST
regulations.

By Order off

7 09/96



CITY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW

Police Department ̄  1000 V’tlla Street ¯ IVlountain View, California 94041 ̄  415-903-6350 o FAX 415-903-6122

February 13,1996

Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training
Training Delivery and Compliance Bureau
Attn: Mr. Mickey Bennett
1601 Alhambra Boulevard
Sacramento, CA 95816-7083

Subject: Request for POST Exemption for Limited Level I Status

Dear Mr. Bennett:

We are applying to you for Limited Non-designated Level I (LNDL I) status for our
reserve officers who are appointed to Level I status by our agency after January 1, 1997.

While working field support, our Level I reserves are, and have been, restricted to the
type and amount of work they are permitted to perform. By policy, the primary role of
our Level I reserves is to serve as cover officers on calls for service. They are not
intended to be used as the primary or "investigating" officer, nor are they expected to
write reports on serious or complicated cases of either criminal or service classifications.
Although they are allowed to handle lower end types of "cold" cases without suspects or
extensive follow up, they are prohibited from taking most felonies, domestic violence
cases, DUIs, traffic accidents, drug influence cases, child abuse/neglect cases, sex offenses,
5150 and coroners cases.

For your review, I have attached our Department’s directive on our Reserve Program as
well as our Field Services Division’s Reserve Officer Utilization Guidelines. Please
review these documents in your consideration of granting our request for Limited Level I
status. Should you have an}, specific questions regarding our use of Level I reserves,
please contact our Reserve Program Coordinator, Lt. Larry Bertuccelli (415) 903-6367.

Thank you for consideration,

Sincerely,

IVlichael R, Maehler
Chief of Police



Chapter Programs

DIRECTIVE 6-3
RESERVE PROGRAM

BACKGROUND The police Reserve Program began in the early 1940s as a method of augment-
ing the Department’s personnel during response to emergency situations, and
providing for the public welfare and safety during times of special need.

Over the years this role has expanded; it now includes the responsibility for se-
curity at many civic events and other special assignments, as well as routine
augmentation of patrol teams.

PoUce reserve officers axe trained volunteers working in the Police Depart-
ment; they are authorized to exercise police powers under certain circum-
stances.

PURPOSE/POLICY Department policy is to use reserve police officers primarily to handle special
events and to meet other special policing needs of the community, thus reliev-
ing regular officers from these tasks.

Secondarily, police reserve officers are used to augment and supplement De-
partment patrol teams, assist with investigations, and provide administrative
support.

REFERENCES Developed by Lieutenant S. Gray ̄  Labor Code Sect. 3200 ̄  POST manual ̄ City
Council Resolution 91-4.10.

CONTENTS Structure ............................................ 2

Selection Criteria ............................. 2
Entry-Level Criteria ............................. 2
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Structure
The City Council sets the authorized strength of the re-
serve organization. Reserve police officers are volunteers
hi service to the City of Mountain View and, as such, "’at
will" employees.

The reserve org~’mization is managed by the special oper-
ations lieutenant in the Field Services Division who
serves as the reserve coordinator.

The reserve organization has the following internal hier-
archy:

¯ Reserve lieutenant

¯ Reserve sergeants

¯ Reserve officers

Selection Criteria
All reserve applicants must meet entry-level criteria and
successfully complete applicant processing to become a
reserve officer.

Entry-Level Criteria
Reserve members must meet these criteria:

¯ United States citizen;

¯ 18 years of age;

¯ High school graduate or G.E.D.;
¯ Vision not less than 20/100 in each eye without cor-

rection, and not less than 20/30 in each eye with cor-
rection;

¯ Normal color vision;

¯ Proportional height and weight;
¯ No felony convictions.

Applicant Processing
Reserve applicants are subject to these procedures:

¯ Fingerprint and criminal-records check;

¯ Written examination;
¯ Oral interview;
¯ Background investigation;

¯ Medical examination;

¯ Polygraph examination;
¯ Psychological evaluation.

f

©
EXCEPTION

Written exam may be waived for
lateral entry applicants.

,,. J

Reserve Levels
POST classifies reserve officers in three levels, depend-
ing on ~aining and experience. POST and the Depart-
ment also restrict and specify what duties may be
performed by reserve officers in each level.

Supervisors should exercise
sound judgment, exclusive of the
following allowances, when as-
signing reserves to particular
tasks, taking into consideration
the skill levels of each reserve of-
ricer, and the demands of the
tasks at hand.

@

Level 1
Level 1 reserve officers must have completed POST
training modules A, B, and C, and have successfully
completed our Field Training Program consisting of an
additional 200 hours (minimally) beyond that required
for Level 2 status. Department field training shall be ac-
complished only with a designated training officer as-
signed by the reserve coodinator or the FTO coodinator.

Level 1 reserve officers may be assigned, without super-
vision, to the prevention and detection of crime and the
general enforcement of the law within the limitations set
by the Department’s reserve officer usage guidelines. A
Level 1 reserve may, without supervision, investigate
minor crimes, patrol a geographic area, assist in taking
law enforcement action on a full range of requests for po-
lice services, or take personal action on a limited range of
law enforcement violations for which our Department
has responsibility, and the reserve is authorized to act
upon.

The Department maintains a fist of rules and guidelines
to control the operational use of reserves in the field.

Level 2
Level 2 reserve officers must have completed POST
training modules A and B and have completed our Field
Training Program consisting of a minimum of 200 hours.
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A [,eve[ 2 reserve officer may be assigned to preventioo
and detection of crime m~d the gec~eral enforcemecLt of
laws only when under the immediate supervision of a
police officer who possesses a POST Basic Certificate.

POST defines "imn’~ediate supervision" as being under
the direction of a peace officer who is in the physical
proximity of and available to the reserve officer.

Du ties which necessitate immediate supervision are
those which involve prevention and detection of crime
~-md the general enforcement of laws. POST defines those
duties as being "investigation of crime or patrol of a geo-
graphic area and handling the full range of requests for
police services, and taking enforcement action on the full
range of law violations for which a reserve’s department
has enforcement responsibility."

Some examples of duties that require immediate super-
vision are investigation of crimes; interview of suspects
or witnesses; arrests or searches; and custody of prison-
ers.

A supervisor may assign a Level 2 reserve officer to per-
form certain uniformed or non-uniformed duties with-

out immediate supervision if it can be reasonably
anticipated that these duties would not normally include
the general enforcement of laws.

Duties not requiring immediate supervision may in-
clude:

¯ Prisoner and non-custodial transportation;

¯ Public facility security;

¯ Certain special events;

¯ Traffic control;

¯ Front counter assistance;

¯ Non-hazardous surveillance;

¯ Handling select, specific police reports.

Level 3
Level 3 reserve officers must have completed POST
training module A.

Level 3 reserve officers may work without direct super-
vision only if an assigned task does not require general
taw enforcement powers. Some examples are personnel
administration, community information services, and
communications technician.

Level 3 reserve officers, if supervised, may engage in du-
ties that are indigenous to police work but do not involve
general law enforcement powers. Some examples are
taking minor police reports, directing traffic, etc.

Level 3 reserve officers, whether supervised or not, may
not engage in duties which require general law enforce-
ment powers. Some examples are investigation of
crimes, suspect or witness interview, and custody of
prisoners.

Responsibilities

Reserve Coordinator
The reserve coordinator is responsible for coordination
and management of the reserve program. The reserve co-
ordinator works in liaison with the reserve staff and. sets
overall direction for the reserve progrmn. Some specific
duties are listed below.

¯ Ensures that all facets of the program comply with
POST regulations.

¯ Coordinates with the Field Training Program man-
ager to ensure that training objectives are met.

¯ Conducts meetings with the reserve staff as needed.

¯ Prepares monthly reports and an annual report.

¯ Prepares budget, billing, and other fiscal documents
associated with the program.

¯ Coordinates the testing process for applicants.

¯ Coordinates the scheduling of internal and external
duty assignments.

¯ Administers an internal promotional process. Selects
those to be promoted.

¯ Ensures that reserve officers are paid in conformance
with the City Council Resolution No. 91-4.10, dated
9/24/91, and in compliance with city charter provi-
sions.

¯ Arranges for insurance for all reserve officers.

Reserve Lieutenant
The reserve lieutenant is the highest-ranking officer of
the reserve staff and is the internal coordinator of the re-
serve organization.

The reserve lieutenant wears no rank insignia other than
the badge.

Generally the reserve lieutenant has the power to direct
and delegate authority to other reserve officers.

Following are some specific duties of the reserve lieuten-
ant:

¯ Coordinates internal disciplinary matters;
¯ Facilitates special training for reserve officers, as di-

rected by the reserve coordinator;

¯ Acts as the general liaison between the Police De-
partment and reserve Organization;

¯ Performs other duties as assigned by the reserve co-
ordinator.

The reserve lieutenant is also responsible for all duties
listed in the category of reserve officer.
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Reserve Sergeant
Reserve sergeants are responsible for supervision of oth-
er reserve officers during functions being handled by re-

}
serve officers, as well as other assignments as directed by
the reserve coordinator or reserve lieuten,’mt.

Reserve sergeants wear no rank insignia other than the
badge.

Reserve sergeants are appointed by the reserve coordi-
nator from Level I applicants.

Some specific duties of a reserve sergeant are listed be-
low.

¯ Responsible for general supervision of a designated
group of reserve officers;

¯ Assist with administrative duties as directed by the
reserve coordinator and reserve lieutenant includ-
ing, but not limited to, administration of written and
oral board examinations for reserve officers; devel-
opment of reserve policies and procedures; prepara-
tion of staffing reports, event analysis at select
special events; staffing for paid events and maintain-
ing a monthly duty schedule;

¯ Supervise reserve officers at select police functions;
¯ Develop and implement remedial training pro-

grams.

¯ Carry out internal disciplinary matters.

The sergeants are also responsible for all duties listed in
the category of reserve officer.

Reserve Officers

Reserve officers must comply with all applicable Depart-
ment directives and follow all other established Depart-
ment procedures.

Reserve officers may be directed by a regular officer.

A
WARNING

M,xkc yourself aware of and stay
current with Department policies
and procedure. You are subject to
disciplinary action, up to and in-
cluding termination, for viola-
tions.

Following are some specific duties and responsibilities of
reserve officers.

¯ Participation
¯ Each reserve officer is expected to volunteer sLx-

teen hours per month.

¯ Reporting for duty -

¯ By the 20fl~ of each month, provide a work
schedule for the followh~g month.

¯ Contact the Watch Cornmander ,-and field super-
visor prior to assuming field responsibilities.

¯ Contact the Watch Commander if unable to ful-
fill a duty obligation.

¯ Contact the reserve lieutenant if unable to com-
plete a paid prisoner pickup assignment.

¯ Firearms - Reserve officers are allowed to carry fire-
arms only when on duty. While off duty, reserve of-
ricers are subject to all weapons laws applicable to
citizens.

A
WARNING

You are subject to arrest and dis-
missal from the Reserve Program
for any violation of weapons
laws.

¯ Department firearms and other equipment may
not be used for off-duty personal security.

¯ Chain of command - Reserve officers must adhere to
the internal chain of command within the reserve or-
ganization.

Instructions of sworn personnel supersede those of
any reserve officer, regardless of rank.

¯ Police Officers Association- Join and pay dues to the
Mountain View Police Officers Association. Dues
provide legal defense fund coverage and member-
ship in the Peace Officers Research Association of
California (PORAC).

Compensation

Stipend
Reserve officers receive a monthly stipend for hours do-
nated to the Department.

Pay Details
Reserve officers will be paid Step I police officer salary
for the following assignments:

¯ Special Events - As determined by the reserve coor-
dinator.

¯ Parks - Weekend or weekday evening parks patrol.
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¯ Prisoner Pickup- As determined by’ the reserve co-
ordiuator.

¯ Court Pay - Payment covers the period from appear-
ance until dismissal, rounded to the nearest quarter-
hour, with a three-hour mhaimum plus travel time.

All paid details will include a three-hour minimum.

Reserve officers will be paid time-and-one-half Step 1
police officer scale for assignments at Shoreline Amphi-
theater when costs will be billed to Shoreline Amphithe-
ater.

Other Benefits
Other benefits accruing from the program are discussed
in the following sections.

Uniforms and Equipment
Reserve officers are issued all required uniforms, except
the dress jacket and soft cap, and all equipment. Contact
the personnel and training manager for a complete list.

While on duty, reserve officers are subject to the same
rules regarding uniforms, equipment, weapons, and
grooming standards as regular officers. Refer to appro-
priate directives for specifics. No rank insignia, other
than the police badge, may be worn.

Police Department uniforms or other issued equipment
may not be used off duty without the approval of the re-
serve coordinator.

Insurance
Reserve officers receive the following insurance benefits:

¯ Workers’ Compensation Insurance as set forth In the
Labor Code Section 3200. This includes:

¯ Temporary disability benefits

¯ Medical costs

¯ Permanent disability payments
¯ Vocational rehabilitation benefits.

¯ Accident insurance to supplement Workers’ Com-
pensation Insurance selected from available ven-
dors. This includes:

¯ Life insurance;

¯ Disability payment;

¯ Weekly payments for up to one year.

¯ Legal defense insur,’mce for civil or criminal action
arising out of peace officer assignment. This h~sur-
,’u’tce is provided as a benefit of PORAC member-
ship, which reserve officers are expected to join and
pay dues.

Training
Training is an essential part of the Reserve Program.
Some important areas are the field training of officers,
and basic care for the injured.

¯ Each reserve officer is required to successfully com-
plete the reserve officer ET.O. program.

¯ In-service training is provided in a variety of topics
as needed. Some, such as firearms, first aid and CPR,
are mandatory.

¯ Continued Professional Training (CPT). All Level
1reserves are required to attend 24 hours of POST-
approved advanced officer training every two years.

For a complete list of mandatory, essential, and desirable
training, please refer to Directive 6-1 and the Depart-
ment Training Plan; these are kept in the training manag-
er’s office.

Field Use of Reserve
Officers
Over and above the administrative rules set down by
POST, the Department maintains a list of rules and
guidelines to control the operational use of reserve offic-
ers in the field.

This list changes periodically to meet the changing needs
of the Department and therefore is not published in this
manual. Contact the reserve coordinator to obtain a copy.

Field supervisors and reserve of-
ricers must be familiar with and

WARNING
conform to these rules and guide-
lines.
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CITY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW

DATE:

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

May 24, 1995

All Personnel

Timothy P. Neal, Field Services Captain

RESERVE OFFICER UTILIZATION GUIDELINES (Revised 5/24/95)

Objective:

To provide guidelines for the effective and uniformed use of Police Reserve Officers
assigned to the Field Services Division.

Policy:

The following shall identify certain calls for service, duties and miscellaneous
tasks which may be assigned to Reserves while working in a field support capacity.
Specific restrictions have also been listed.

¯ Cover Units: The Reserve Officers’ primary role is to serve as cover officers
on calls, unless restricted by the on-duty supervisor.

Reserve officers should not be used as the primary (or "investigating")
officer assigned to hazardous calls for service when regular officers are
available or can be made available. Reserve officers may be used as
primary officers on designated, non-hazardous calls as listed herein,
and as deemed appropriate by the on-duty supervisor. Reserve officers
may initially respond to life threatening emergencies until a regular officer
is available.

Field Duties: In addition to the primary function of serving as a cover officer,
reserve officers should be used to handle the following types of assignments
and calls for service;

Traffic control

Parking complaints/tow-aways

Prisoner transportation details
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Attempts to contact/welfare checks

Subpoena service

Surveillances

Special searches

¯ Report Writing: In general, Reserve officers should not be used for
complex reports that require a high level of expertise and training, cases
that require follow-up beyond the end of shift or cases in which a suspect
has, or can be, readily identifiable and prosecution will be sought.

Reserves may be assigned to take the following types of calls and
classifications of reports:

Petty or grand thefts (with no known suspects/vehicles), including
auto burglaries.

Stolen vehicles and stolen vehicle recoveries

Abandoned/stalled vehicles

Vandalism (with no known suspects/vehicles)

653m’s with no known/identifiable suspects

City ordinance violations

Missing persons

Animal complaints

Lost/Found property
,f

Public accidents (non-vehicular)

Service miscellaneous type reports
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Reserve officers should not take the following types of reports;

- Felonies (exceptions noted above)

- Domestic viole.~ce/family disturbances

- DUIs

- Traffic accidents

Drug influence cases (11550, etc.)

Child abuse/ne:rlect cases

Sex offenses

5150 cases

Coroners cases

Every reserve officer shall be personally responsible to seek the assistance
of a regular officer or supervisor if a case assigned to them is determined
to be beyond the capabilities or expertise of a reserve officer.

In turn, superviso_.-s shall be accountable for ensuring that the
case/investigation is within the skill level of the reserve officer, and bear
in mind that the reserve may not be available for immediate follow-up or
court testimony.

Any report written by a reserve officer shall, to the degree feasible, review
the reserve officer’s actions, documentation, and process to ensure
thoroughness and accuracy. Supervisors shall review, approve and initial
all reports written by reports prior to the end of the reserve officer’s shift.

A copy of all reports written by reserves should be routed to the reserve
coordinator.

Traffic Stops: Re~_~ves are allowed to make traffic stops in response to
suspicious persore/vehicle calls, or when a vehicle is known to be involved
in criminal activi.-t. Reserve officers may also conduct self-initiated traffic
stops for hazardGus moving or equipment violations; however, the issuance
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of citations should be discouraged. Reserves are not to be used for traffic
enforcement activities such as radar enforcement or directed traffic programs.

Reserve officers shall not routinely use "pretext"
traffic stops on suspicious persons~vehicles.

¯ Code 3 driving: Code 3 driving may only be conducted pursuant to the "Rules
for Code 3 Driving" as specified in Directive 3-2 of the Manual.

Pursuits: Reserves are strongly discouraged from participating in pursuits.
Reserves will only be allowed to initiate and/or participate in a pursuit,
pursuant to Directive 3-2 of the Manual (Vehicle Pursuit Policy). Additionally,
a Reserve Officer SHALL discontinue the pursuit when a regular officer is
present and can replace the Reserve. The reserve may follow the pursuit, if
requested, in a non-emergency driving mode.

Special Events/Assignments/Private Hires:

Reserve officers assigned to work Shoreline Amphitheatre, special events, parks
patrol, special assignments or private hires may be authorized to perform additional
duties not allowed while working in a field support capacity.

Good judgment, level of training and the individual skill level of each reserve
officer must be taken into consideration when assessing their ability to investigate
and document those incidents not assigned while working field support.

lb



State of California

Memorandum

ATTACHMENT C
Department of Justice

DATE: Jan. 3, 1997

TO: Legislative Review Committee

FROM: NORMAN C. BOEHM
Executive Director
Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Traimng

SUBJECT: PUBLIC SAFETY TRAINING ACT OF 1997

Commissioners will recall that Assembly Bill 1020 by Assemblyman Robert Campbell
was introduced in the 1995-96 legislative session. The bill, known as the Public Safety
Training Facility Bond Act of 1995, was supported by POST and most public safety
organizations but failed passage.

The Regional Skills Centers Advisory Committee and the chairs of the eleven skills
center regions (attached) have recently met to resurrect the legislation in a way that 
primarily driven by the public safety community with financial support from POST for
meetings. The group has formed into an ad hoe body to plan for the passage of successor
legislation. Even though the group’s planning efforts are continuing, the Commission is
being provided this analysis of the proposed successor legislation (draft is attached).

The significant provisions of this proposal, expected to be introduced during the 1997
session, include the following:

The bill has been converted from a bond measure to a continuous diversion of the
current state penalty assessments going into the State’s General Fund (30%) and
the Driver Training Penalty Assessment Fund. The Public Safety Fiacilities Fund
is proposed to be established for the purpose of funding the proposed eleven
regional skill centers. It is estimated the combined annual revenue from these two
sources would exceed $80 million.

.
The fund would be administered by a Public Safety Regional Training Facilities
Board, which would become officially established within state government. The
Board’s composition is proposed to consist of the chairmen of the eleven regions
plus four representatives (corrections, law enforcement, fire, and the community
colleges) appointed by the Governor.



.
Proposed formulas for distributing the funds by the Board call for 45% to be
equally distributed to the eleven defined regions, 45% to be distributed to the
eleven regions based upon population of each region, 8% to be used by the Board
for special projects benefitting most or all of the regions, and 2% for
administrative costs.

.
Expenditures would be dedicated to equipment and facility

development/acquisition.

4
The designated regions and centers would be established to provide skill training
for public safety ~mployees and for citizen safety training programs.

A copy of the proposed legislation is attached. It is anticipated further changes will occur
in the planning process.

Of particular note, this legislation proposes to divert the entire Driver Training Penalty
Assessment Fund which has been the source for POST to receive supplemental funding
from time to time. The Commission may wish to consider whether this aspect of the
proposed legislation will be in its best interests, especially if it should desire to increase
its budget sometime in the future.

It should also be noted that recently introduced Senate Bill 9 by Senator Bill Lockyer
proposes to redirect the 30% of the State Penalty Assessment currently going into the
state’s General Fund and instead authorize on a permanent basis that this revenue be
directed to county general funds for the purpose of funding trial courts. This competing
measure creates considerable uncertainty about the potential success of the proposed
Public Safety Training Act of 1997.

Attachment



DIAM’!" # 3 - December 19, 1996

PUBLIC SAFETY TRAINING ACT OF 1997

To provide facilities and equipment for training of fire services, law enforcement, and
corrections personnel, and to provide community safety training programs for citizens, this
act will modify Section 1464(e) of the Penal Code, relating to the distribution of the penalties
coilccted by counties and transfen’ed to the State Treasm~. This measure will provide for
training facilities and related training equipment by providing the funds nece&sary therefor
from the Penalties associated with fines by providing for the handling and disposition of
those funds.

It is the intention of this act that the supporting documenlation, information and sutted
purpose contained in the "Report to the Legislature - Partnerships for a Safer California"
published by the Commission On Peace Officer Standards and Training in $anuary, 1995;
Penal Code Section 13508; and Assembly Concurrent Resolution 58; are all companion
information associated and related to this bill.

It is the further intention of this act that this bill will enact and may be cited as the
"Public Safety Training Act of 1997".

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL’S DIGEST

1. Penal Code Section 13508 directed the California Commission on Peace Officer Standards
and Tra~ing to prepare an implementation plan with recommended funding structures for the
development of regional skill training facilities. The submitted plan recommended the
inclusion of other public safety employees in the shared use of these training facilities.

2. This bill will enact the Public Safcty Training Act of 1997 which will authorize a portion
of the funds which arc currently collected pursuant to Chapter 12 (commencing with Section
76000) of Title 8 of the Government Code and deposited with the State Treasury be placed
into the nPublic Safety Training Facilities Fund’, which will be created by the passage of
this measure. The funds directed into the "Public Safety Training Facilities Fund" will be the
30% portion as described by Section 1464(c) of the Penal Code which is currently remaining
on deposit in the general fund. Additionally, the Public Safety Training Facilities Fund will
receive the 25.70% of the State Penalty Fund which is currently being deposited into the
Driver Training Fund as described in Section 1464 (f) Subsection (4) of the Penal Code.
The Driver Training Fund is currently an unencumbered allocation and has been tbr several
years, said funds ultimately becoming part of the general fund on an annual basis.



3. The sha_r~ regional training facilities specified by this bill will accomplish two purposes;
the improvement in skill training, coordination, and preparedness of public safety employees
using modern technologies and realistic learning environments, and the enhancement of
community safety through safety training and awareness programs for the general public and
vulnerable victim groups.

4. This bill is considered urgent legislation and will become effective when enacted.
Urgency is necessitated by the crisis which currently exists by the absence of available
facilities as well as the current process of training delivery. Training is currently regulated
and mandated by several stato-¢ertlfying and legislatively-mandated authorities such as The
Commission On Peace Officer Standards and Training, The State Fire Marshall, or the State
Board of Corrections. These entities are all empowered and funded to provide oversight
responsibilities. The bulk of the responsibility for actual training delivery falls upon the
Community College system or upon large metropolitan agencies. Both of these sources are
under extreme pressure with insufficient facilities or equipment to accommodate the demand.
This has been further exacerbated with the population explosion throughout California,
necessitating the abandonmcet of many traditional training facility options simply because of
population encroachment. Environmental and noise factors have also necessitated the shut
down of range facilities, bum centers apd many correctional training facilities have, in fact,
become operating jails, simply because there has been no place else to house inmates.

Room and board options for trainees traveling to metropolitan areas have become nearly
impossible with lodging costs near airports soaring into the hundreds of dollars for a single
night, if it is available at all. Many State and Federal facilities have been downsized and/or
closed and sold off. These facilities have been historically available as options for delivery
of public safety training. In some cases, local public safety agencies have been able to
acquire lease arrangements or actual title in order to continue acccssing these facilities on a
long term basis; however, there are few local resources to develop or refurbish them.

Needs in this area have been identified anmtaily since 1989 when the first legislation was
passed encouraging the investigation of a possible solution. Each year has brought further
study and more legislation, culminating in a failed effort at a funding bond initiative in 1996.

Statewide public safety training issues have now reached crisis levels and must be addressed
as soon as possible.

Funds required under this legislation arc currently being collected by the counties and
transferred to the State Treasurer. This measure requires the State Treasurer to place all
such designated funds collected as described in Chapter XX003, beginning with date of
passage, into the State Public Safety Training Facilities Fund where they will be disbursed as
further provided for within this hill.



CHAffFER 1. PUBLIC SAFETY TRAINING ACT OF 1997

Article 1. General Provisions

XXO00. This chapter shall bc known as and may be cited as the Public Safety
Training Act of 199"/.

XXO01. ,The Legislature finds and declares all of the following:

a. It is in the interest of the people of the state that California be a safe place to five,
work, or visit.

b. As such, it is in the interest of the people of the state that all public safety
employees throughout the state be uniformly and highly trained in order to maintain a high
degree of readiness and ability to perform their respective duties and meet their
responsibilities for general maintenance of public safety.

c. Public safety services require employees to be trained with specialized technical
and skill proficiency to respond to calls for service, emergency situations, and disasters.

d. P~t skill training facilities for public safety employees are unavailable or
inadequate to meet existing demands for training and future needs.

e. Adequate facilities and equipment are needed for current public safety training
activities and need to be strategically locat~l within training regions throughout the state.
Public safety regional training facilities need to be developed which are designed to
incorporate the latest in training technology advancements and effective facility designs to
maximize learning, retention, skill development, and the employee’s state-of-readiness.

f. The local public safety departments or community colleges cannot individually
finance the equipment or construct the facilities that are necessary to provide training on a
coordinated statewide basis with a uniform result. Community Colleges have adapted a
regional approach to training/educational delivery which is consistent with the intent and
philosophy described in this bill. Community colleges are already developing consortia for
the purpo~ of responding to the on-going training~educational needs of public safety and
support the cost effective benefits which have been demonstrated through such arrangements.
Public safety agencies have further organized themselves into eleven (11) regions establishing
regional committees for the purpose of governance and coordination. This concept has been
supported by all constituency groups from Law Enf6rcement, Corrections, Fire Service and
Community Colleges.

g. Cc~locating public safety training in shared Regional Training Facilities will
enhance more efficient training delivery, reduce duplication, and lead to better coordinated,
safer, and more efficient multi-agency responses to public safety incidents or disasters.



h, Further, it is in the interest of the people of the state that programs exist which
will bring together public safety employees and members of the general public in efforts to
reduce crime and fire loss and promote community and personal safety. To foster this
endeavor, the proposed public safety training facilities neod to include specified community
safety programs for the general public and vulnerable victim groups, such as weapons safety,
home and personal safety, fire prevention and hazardous materials awareness, community-
oriented policing techniques, crime prevention, and other programs designed to enhance
individual and community safety.

i. The concept of attaching penalties to traffic and criminal code Violations in order
to offset the costs of the public safety system which must be in position to Imsvide public
safety has a long and strategic history in California. The original Commission On Peace
Officer Slandards and Training was established in 1959 with such a penalty assessment. The
State Board of Conections later approved the Slandards and Training For Corrections
through use of the same resources. The concciX has sin~ expanded to support the court
system, public prosecutors, victim-witness assistance, restitution as well as numcrous local
public safety costs. This bill will not denigrate or modify any of these existing funds.

XX002. As used in this chapter, the following terms have the following meanings:

a. "Board" or "Board of Directors" means the Public Safety Regional Training
Facilities Board of Directors created pursuant to Chapter XXO05.

b. "i~nd" means the Public Safety Facilities Fund created pursuant to Chapter
XX003.

c. "Public Safety Personnel" me, ms employees of slate and local governmental
agencies providing ftre and rescue services, law enforcement, and/or correctional servic~
who must be trained to respond to calls for services or emergency situations and/or who
provide other law enforcement activities, fire suppression or prevention, emergency medical
and rescue services, operations of hazardous materials sitnations, control of custodial
facilities or field custody situations, and employees who receive calls and/or dispatch public
safety services.

d. "Facilities" means buildings, structures, improvements, real property, and
landscape requirements (including furnishings and supporting infrastructure) needed 
provide and support the specified skill development training programs.

e. "Equipment" means any device or technology used in the trai,zing and educational
process, including maintenance and support requirements.



Article 2. Public Safety Training Facilities Fund
Program and Description

XX003, The proceeds of funds collected through the process attributable to Chapter
12, (con~mencing with Section 76000) of Title 8 of the Government Code shall be deposited
in the appropriate county fund and thc balance shall then be transmitted to the Slate
Treasury, with 70 % percent to be deposited in the Slate Penalty Fund and 30 % percent to
be transferred on a monthly basis into the Public Safety Training Facilities Fund, which ix
hereby created. The Public Safety Training Facilities Fund shall be established and
administered by a Board of Directors (Public Safety Training Facilities Board). The fund
shall be that 30% portion of state penalty assessment currently collected and deposited into
the State genend fund as described in Section 1464(e) of the Penal Code. Additionally, the
fend shall be the 25.70% of the State Penalty Fund currently collected and deposited into the
"Driver Trainin8 Penalty Assessment Fund" as described in Section 1464 (1) Subsection (4)
of the Penal Code.

The "Driver Training Penalty Assessment Fund" is currently an uncneumbcrcd allocation and
has remained so for several years. It is the intention of the legislature that no state or local
entity (e~cept the state general fund) currently relying on penalty assessment funds in order
to complete their mission or purpose supported by penalty assessment funding should have
such funding reduced or withdrawn be}ow their current proportioned funding level as a result
or this legislation. This bill will modify Section 1464(e) and 1464(t) Subsection (4) 
Penal Code.

XX004. Appropriations in the Public Safety Training Facilities Fund shall be used to
plan, develop, and construct public safety regional training facilities and to purchase training
equipment as determined by the Board. Authorized expenditures may include the lease or
purchase of real property, facility planning and design, remodeling of existing facilities,
construction of new facilities, development, purchase, and installation of training simulators,
devices, or systems, and other training-related equipment or capital improvements as
determined by the Board to be necessary or desirable to provide effective public safety
training statewidc. Funds authorized under this chapter shall not be used for ongoing
operational costs of the regional training facilities or equipment developed or purchased by
such authorized funding. (GLmrantees for operational funding strategies by facility operators
will be required in a "Regional Plgn" prior to Board approval for receipt of funding.)

(1) Distribution of the funds to ;he eleven regions of the slate shall be 
response to planning grants approved by the Board. Portions of the fund shaLl be designated
and reserved for equitable distribution to the eleven regions for a period of three years
foUowing receipt of funds from the Slate Treasurer as follows:

(a) 45% of fund to be equally distributed to the eleven regions.



(b) 45% of fund to be distributed to the eleven regions based upon
population as a percentage of the state total as provided annually by the Department of
Finance of the State Of California. Data will be based upon the legislatively-mandated report
known as "The E-I Report - City and County Population’.

(c) 8% of fund tO be.used by the Board of Directors for special
projects and statewide planning for the support of all regions.

(d) 2% may be used for administrative costs including travel, support
staff, contracted services and similar costs approved by the Board as referenced in Section
XX0007.

(e) Regions not using their reserved allocations for a period of three
years may have such allocations released to other regions at the discretion of the Board.

XX00$ The Public Safety Regional Training Facilities Board is hereby created and
hereafter designated as the "Board".

a. The Board shall be composed of the sitting chairs of the eleven regions a.s
established and described in Chapter XX008 plus four additional members appointed by the
Governor of the Slate of California. The four appointed members will be repres:ntative of
state agencies only with one appointed member representing law enforcement, one appointed
member representing fire service, one appointed member representing corrections and one
appointed member representing the Chancellors Office of the California Community
Colleges. The Board shall consist of fifteen members.

While it is recognized that this bill will create anew Board, it it is the intention of this bill
that the primary composition of the Board will bc current chairs of Regional Training
Committees which are already in existence as well as operational and will continue to
function in that parallel responsibility regardless of the presence of this bill.

b. The purpose of the Board is to approve the planning and equitable distribution Of
funding authorized under this chapter for the establishment of shared Public Safety Regional
Training Facilities throughout the state.

c, This Board serves to bring together into one equitably balanced planning group tile
appropriate representatives of state and local public safety agencies and trainers for the
purposes of coordinating the development of a statewide network of regional skill facilities,
maximize their efficient and effective distribution and use, ensure comprehensive and
equitable inclusion of the training needs for all designated public safety employees (as
specified in Section XX002 (c) into lhe planning, distribution, design, operations, and
utilization of shared Public .Safety Regional Facilities and provide for the equitable
distribution of available developmental funding.



d. Distribution of available funds as determined by the Board wUl Ix: administered in
accordance with state regulations through supporting staff. The Board is authorized to
contract for staff support, to coordinate its meetings and mission, and Io track and distribute ’
funds. The Board, at its discretion, may contract with any governmental entity to provide
such support services, or may employ such staff as it deems n~ to manage its own
affairs. The Board shall elect from its membership a Chair who shall preside at the meetings
of the Board as well as administer the provisions of this bill. The Board is authorized to
establish regulations to facilitate the business of the Board.

Article 3. Fiscal Provlsiens

XXO06.

a. Funds authorized for expenditure under this chapter shall be expended on the basis
of the distribution plan as described in Chapter XXO04 and need as determined by the Board.

b. It is the intent of the Legislature.that new facilitie.s and equipment augment and
co-exist with existing facilities, equipment, and training activities in a coordinated network of
efficiently operated facilities which will meet the training needs of public safety employees
statewide.

d. Although funds authorized for expenditure under this chapter may allow for the
purchase or lease of real property, it is preferred that land sites for use as public safety
regional training facilities should be owned or co-owned by (or consigned to for a minimum
of 70 years) one or more local or state governmental entities, including school or college
districts, and be dedicated by those entities as public safety regional training facilities for
shared use of training activities with other public safety training entities.

e. Prior to the expenditure of funds pursuant to this chapter, the Board of Directors
shall comply with all of the following:

(1) Funds shall only be expended in accordance with the provisions as set
forth in Section XX004.

(2) Priority shall be given to those regional center locations which do not
require purchase of new real property with funds authorized under this chapter.

(3) Priority shall be givcn to facilities and equipment which can be shared 
multiple agencies and disciplines and provide specified community safety programs.

(4) Priority shall also be given to equipment, facilities and projects which
enhance the skill devdopmcnt, retention and judgment, and systems which reduce training
time and/or cost.



(5) In funding regional training facilities and equipment, the Board shall
consider the commitments and contributions of local agencies and training program operators
which may include real property, facilities, staffing, and/or ongoing operation and
maintenance plans and costs.

(6) To facilitate this equitable distribution of funding and provide for local
coordination and control of shared training facilities, eleven Public Safety Training Regions
have: been established throughout the State.

(a) Each of the training regions has established a Regional Public
Safely Training Committee and selected a chair person to coordinate public safety training
throughout that region and statewide as well as serve on the Board.

(b) Each Regional Public Safety Training Committee must comply with
specified regional training plan requirements as detormined by the Board in order to be
eligible for appropriations from this funding. The regional plan requirements will require
provisions for shared access, long-term site use, and ongoing support of the funded facilities
provided by this bill.

(7) To provide for ongoing support of the facilities and equipment acquired
through funding from this act, this legislation hereby authorizes all revenues generated by
each shared public safety regional training facility to be maintained in an "indep~dent
training facility support fund" upon ag~ement by the facility operators mid primary partners.
This fund shall be dedicated to the staffing, main~.nance, operational support, and upgrades
of the s -hated training Facility. This dedi~ted Facility support fund shall comply with all
other policies, procedures, guidelines, and reviews for "special funds" as mandated by the
primary facility operator(s’) governing fiscal re~luiremeats (city, county, district, or state), 
requirements of a legally formed "joint powers agreement’.

(8) The Board shall ensure that 100 percent of the fnnds ¢xpcnd~ for the
purposes of this chapter are used for implementing the provisions of this act.

XX007
Of the total anlount of fimds made available for expenditure pursuant to this

chapter, a sum not to exceed two percent (2%) as prescribed by law of that amount may 
used by the Board of Directors for ~dministrative costs incurred in implementing this
chapter.



xx00s

Eleven regions are hereby established by this bill which are made up of and
described as follows:

Region One: "North Coast" consisting of De," Notre, Humboldt, Lake, Matin, Mendocino,
Napa, Sotano and Sonoma counties.

Region Two: "Northern Counties" consisting of Alpine, Amador, Butte, Colusa, El Dorado,
Glonn, ~, Modoc, Nevada, Placer, Plumas, Sacramento, Shasta, Sierra, Siskiyou.
Sutter, Tehama, Trinity and Yolo counties.

Region Three: "Bay Area" consisting of Alameda, Contra Costa and San Francisco counties.

Region Four: "Northern Central Valley" consisting of Calaveras, Mariposa, Merced, San
Joaquin, Stansilaus and Tuolumne counties,

Region Five: "South Bay" consisting of Monterey, San Benito, San Mateo, Santa Clara and
Santa Cruz counties.

Region Six: "Southern Central Valley" consisting of Fresno, Kern, Kings, Madera and
Tulare counties.

Region Seven: "Central Coast" consisting of San Luis Obispo, Santa Barabara and Ventura
counties.

Region Eight: "Inland Empire" consisting of Inyo, Mono, Riverside and San Bernardino
counties.

Region Nine: "Los Angeles" consisting of Los Angeles county.

Region Ten: "Orange" consisting of Orange county.

Region Eleven: "Southern Border" consisting of Imperial and San Diego counties.

These regions have been clustered and organized following five years of intensive planning,
study and collabor, ttion by every segment of the public safety system of California, both
State and local. Regional Committcr, s arc already established with both State and local Law
Enforcement, Fire, Corrections and Community College representatives. This structure has
been endorsed by every major segment of public safety within the state including the
Community College system. The structure ha.~ received universal acceptance by the pt,blic
safety community.



CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
CALIFORNIA

POLICE CHIEFS’ ASSOCIATION
.~..~"

December 18, 1996

Chairman Manual Ortega
California Commission on

Peace Officer Standards and Training
1601 Alhambra Blvd.
Sacramento, CA 95816-7083

Dear Chairman Ortega:

The Contra Costa County Police Chiefs’ Association has initiated a project to design and
develop a regional driver training facility and program in Contra Costa County. The goal of this
effort is to develop a full-service program which combines hands-on vehicle operation,
simulator, interactive video and classroom instruction to enhance skills and competency in
vehicle operations. This program should enhance the safety of officers and the public and
reduce liability for agencies participating in the program. In addition, it should help fill the void
in providing driver simulator training in the Bay Area and the northern part of the state.

To accomplish this goal, the Chiefs" Association has initially created a working partnership
among the following agencies:

Contra Costa County Police Chiefs’ Association
Contra Costa Criminal Justice Training Center - Los Medanos College
Contra Costa County Municipal Risk Management Insurance Authority
Contre Cost=_. Community College District - Administration of Justice Advisory. Board

We expect this group will formulate a proposal for cooperative funding of this project to be
submitted to POST for its consideration. We believe that this maximizes the resources of the
involved partners and agencies and others throughout our region.

We invite POST to join this partnership to assist us in formulating this proposal. We believe this
approach addresses many of the goals specifically identified in the POST strategic plan and will
serve as a model for future efforts to develop regional training facilities in our state. We look
forward to working with POST to accomplish this goal.

Very truly yours,

Peter C. Sarna
Chairman



STATE OF CALIFORNIA

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING
1601 ALHAMBRA BOULEVARD

,SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-7083

GENERAL INFORMATION
(916) 227-3909
FAX 1916) 227-369s
EXECUT=VE OFEtCE January 2, 1997
(916) 227-2802

PETE WILSON. Governor

DANIEL E, LUNGREN, Attorney General

t t:

Peter C. Sama, Chairman
Contra Costa County
Police Chiefs’ Association

East Bay Regional Park District
Department of Public Safety
17930 Lake Chabot Road
Castro Valley, CA 94546

Dear Chairman Sarna:

Thank you for your letter inviting POST to participate in Contra Costa County
efforts to develop a regional driver training facility and program. The
Commission has keen interest in such endeavors and looks forward to working in
partnership with the Contra Costa County Police Chiefs’ Association and others.

I will provide copies of your letter to other members of the Commission. I am
sure they will agree that a partnership addressing your described goals is
consistent with the POST strategic plan.

POST staffwill contact you in the near future.

Sincerely,

MANUEL E. ORTEGA
Chairman
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P O L I C E D E P A R T M E N T

L E E D E A N
C H I E F O F P O L I C-E

December 12, 1996

State of California
Commission on POST
1601 Alhambra Boulevard
Sacramento, California 95816-7083

Attn: Mr. Norm Boehm
Executive Director

Dear Mr. Boehm:

The San Bernardino Police Department wishes to create a part-time
call taker position to establish an auxiliary resource pool of
personnel who can assist in dispatch by handling call taker duties
only. It is our intent to hire personnel from within our existing
sworn and civilian workforce, train them in telephone answering
duties, and use them for emergency situations and extra coverage
when unforeseeable staffing deficiencies occur. Personnel hired as
part-time call takers will no___!t work as radio dispatchers.

Because we belong to the POST Public Safety Dispatcher Program, we
are restricted by regulations which prohibit use of peace officers
in dispatch, and require all part-time personnel, regardless of the
scope of their duties, to attend the 120 hour Public Safety
Dispatcher training.

Title Ii, Division 2’of the California Code of Regulations, Article
I, Section I001, Section V, reads: "Public Safety Dispatcher is a
non-peace officer who is employed full-time or part-time to perform
duties which include receiving emergency calls for law enforcement
service and/or dispatching law enforcement personnel." This
section defines a dispatcher as a "non-peace officer" and combines
"receiving emergency calls .. and/or dispatching" as duties of a
Public Safety Dispatcher.

P O S T O F F I C E B O X I 5 5 9. SAN B E R NAROINO.

CALIFORNIA 92401 - 1559 (909) 384- 5742



Under Section 1018(d), "Minimum Training Standards for Public
Safety Dispatchers" all personnel as defined above must attend the
120 hour POST-certified PSD Course.

No provisions can be found to support utilization of peace officers
in a part-time capacity, or separation of duties to allow call
taking to stand alone from radio dispatching.

Because full-time and part-time Public Safety Dispatcher personnel
are defined as a single unit, they are subject to the same training
regulations.

While we support the professional standards POST has built for
dispatchers through regulations, current budgetary constraints
demand greater flexibility in the type of workforce we maintain.
A small, well-trained staff of auxiliary personnel to occasionally
augment dispatch is necessary for us to ensure we meet our public
safety commitment to the community. It is not feasible to hire
additional full time dispatchers for occasional emergencies or
unexpected staffing problems. It is also not feasible to send
part-time personnel, who will be limited to call taking duties, to
a 120-hour Public Safety Dispatcher course.

Given the current budgeting dilemna most local governments are
facing, I recommend POST consider the following proposed additions
to its regulations during the January POST Commission Meeting.
These recommendations would allow agencies flexibility to employ
peace officers and other civilian police personnel in a limited
call taker category, defined separately from the Public Safety
Dispatcher, with a reduced training standard. These
recommendations do not diminish the standards for full-time
personnel or Public Safety Dispatchers, but merely provide a means
for agencies to employ cost effective auxiliary personnel.

Recommended Addition to Section I001:

"Call Taker" is a full-time or part-time communications position
limited to receiving emergency and non-emergency telephone calls
for law enforcement service."

Recommended Addition to Section 1018(d):

Call takers are subject to the POST-certified
Dispatchers" Basic Course when employed full-time.

Public Safety

Your consideration of this proposal would be greatly appreciated by
our department and undoubtedly welcomed by other law enforcement
agencies who are struggling as we are to provide cost effective
services with decreasing tax dollars.



If you wish to discuss this proposal,
384-5603, or Lt. Larry Neigel at (909)

Thank you.

please contact
384-5690.

me at (909)

Very truly yours,

/

Assistant Chief of Police

WH/da



STATE OF CALIFORNIA PETE WILSON, Governor

DANIEL E. LUNGRENDEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

COMMISSION ON PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS AND TRAINING

~ ALHAMBRA BOULEVARD
RAMENTO, CA 95816-7983

GENERAL INFORMATION
(916) 227-3909
FAX (916) 227-3895

EXECUTIVE OFFICE December 3 1, ] 996
(916) 227-2802

Attorney General

@

Assistant Chief Wayne Harp
San Bemardino Police Department
P.O. Box 1559
San Bemardino, CA 92401-1559

Dear Assistant Chief‘ Harp:

I am writing in response to your December 12, 1996 letter outlining your idea to
create a part-time call taker position within your agency, and to exempt them from the
requirements of attending the 120-hour Public Safety Dispatcher training.

In 1992 when the POST Public Safety Dispatcher Program was created, a great deal
of painstaking and deliberate work went into developing the program and its attendant
training and testing components. The issue of call takers versus dispatchers and
separation of’those duties was examined in great detail at that time, and all of’the
development work resulted in Commission Regulations 1001 and 1018 that you have
cited in your letter.’

It Was the clear intent of the Commission to exempt peace officers assigned to
communications from the training and testing requirements for Public Safety
Dispatcher. There is nothing in current regulations that would prevent you from
using a peace officer in that capacity. The issue of using part-time call takers needs
additional study and analysis in concert with subject matter experts and training
presenters.

Your request for changes to Regulation 1001 and Regulation 1018 to include a call
taker definition and training exemption for part-time call takers has been referred to
staff for study. Because of the time necessary to fully explore these issues it is not
possible to complete the necessary work that would be required for presentation to the
Commission at its January 23, 1997 meeting.

A copy of your letter and our response will be included in the January 23, 1997
Commission agenda. The Commission could provide some additional direction or
comment to staff at that time. Based on Commission direction and completion of the
staff analysis, it is anticipated that this issue could be returned to the Commission at
its April 1997 meeting for a decision.



Assistant Chief Wayne Harp
December 31, 1996
Page 2

We appreciate the time and effort that went into your letter to describe the problem
and type of program that you are hoping to accomplish and some proposed solutions
for the Commission to consider. Should you have further questions or comments
please contact Bureau Chief Ken Whitman in the Basic Training Bureau at (916)
227-4261.

Sincerely,

Executive Director



CHANCELLOR’S OFFICE .I

CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY COLLEGES
"~07 NINTH STREET

’JlAMENTO, CA 95814
445-8752

MEMORANDUM

J

Date:

To:

From;

December 23, 1996

Jay Clark, Chairman
PO STOry Committee

R. Ce~d~’, ~cellor
Economm-E-D-~velopment/VocationalEducation

We are pleased to inform you that Dr. Leo Ruelas, has been selected to represent
our agency on the POST Advisory Committee. Dr. Ruelas is intimately involved in
POST related training in all of our Community Colleges. I’m sure you will find him
a welcomed addition to your committee.

JCLARK.DOC
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